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[DOOOMENT 105 — 1880.1 



CITY OF m^:M BOSTON, 




FIFTH REPORT 



RECORD COMMISSIONERS. 



Boston. Dec. 10. 1880. 

In tlicir fourth rc|)ort, dated Sept. 1, 1880, the Record 
Coiiiinissioncni iiniiiHinccd that the City Council had apprt^. 
printed the liiiiii <if five tlious:iiid dollurs for the piiblicatioD 
of historii-itl documents relating to Boston. I'his wus in con- 
formity with a suggestion of the Committee on Printing for 
Ibitt, nnd it is presumed thnt the grant will be continued 
annuidly. As ittrcndy announced, the first of the volumes 
tlius ordered is the present fifth rcixirt, and it contain! ■ 
series of articles relating to the history' of estates lying on or 
around licacou Ilill. These articles were contributed in 
lf55 to the "Itoston Daily Transcript" by the late Nathaniel 
Ingei'soll Itowditcli. under the signature of " Gleaner." 

JSIr. Itowditcb was confessedly the most learned conreyaa- 
ccT of the day. He was bom at Salem, June 17, 1805, and 
wns the oldest child of Dr. Nathaniel Bowditch, the dlstjn- 
giiishcd niathcniaticiau. In 1823, the year follo^ring tlw 
graduation of the subject of this sketch, his father removed 
trt Huston, and Nathaniel studied law under the lat« Hon. 
AViUiani Frescott. From this time until his death, April 16, 
IKni.Mr. Bowditch wns an honored nnd useful citizen of 
Boston, pursuing his choiicn depaHment of practice with un> 
rivalled skill, and act^umuhkting treasures of information ot 
which but a small portion is hero shown, in 1851 ho printed 
a " History of the Alassachusetta General Hospital," and in 
1857acollcetionuf curious facts entitled" Suffolk Sumomet.* 
The latter volume has been twice reprinted. 
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In 1855, Mr. Bowcliteh 1>ogan the interesting series of 
** Gleaner ** articles, which aroused a lively interest among all 
eonvers:int with the subject. Often a single article would 
call forth the reminiscences or comments of other writers, 
and the whole collection has l)een for years regarded as indis- 
pensable to any one who Wduld write on that ix)rtion of our 
local history. 

Although the series terminated abruptly in the manner ex- 
plained on page 180 of this volume, enough had been written 
by Sir/ lk)wditch to make its republication a matter of pub- 
lic interest. When, therefore, the Kecord Commissioners re- 
ceived tlie munificent grant of the city, they at once selected 
these *" Gleanings** as among the first documents to be issued. 

It will l>e seen that the jwrtion of our territory covered by 
these notes is small ; but the articles ai*e consecutive, and the 
treatment is exhaustive. Beacon Hill and its surroundings 
are considered, every estate is scrutinized, and the proverbi- 
al dryness of antiquarian and legal discussions is relieved by 
anecdotes of the distinguished citizens who have lived upon 
this noted territory during the past two hundred years. 

It has seemed unnecessary to attempt annotations to the 
original work. Of course the twenty-five years which have 
elapsed have produced many changes ; but these matters are ' 
within the recollection of the present generation, which is 
now to reperuse these sketches. 

The consent of the repi*esentatives of the family to tliis 
reproduction was ^ven a numlx^r of years ago, and has 
been renewed at the present time. 

The coi)imissioners have to announce that their sixth report 
is nearly completed, and that it will contain the Roxbury 
Land Records, together with the records of the First Church 
in Roxbury. It is intended that it shall appear among the 
city documents for 1880. 

Respectfully submitted, 

WILLIAM il. WHITMORE. 
WILLIAM S. APPLETON, 

Record CommissionerM. 



ERRATA. 

The foUowins errors of the press haTe heen noticed : — 

P. 54. (Note.) Ahbott Lawrence died Aug. IS, 185S. 

r. 62. (Note.) Mr. Bowditch died in 1861 ; Mr. Savage died in 1878. 
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"GLEANER" ARTICLES. 



y/lSa/-^cCcii . fr o4^u:i^y^AJUu So^^vU (t'M ^ctArrM^f^ . 



HISTORICAL. 
JiJy tf, 18S5. 

It is well known that wben our forefathers first came to this 
peninsula tlieylbund here a solitary settler, — Mr. William Black- 






stone. Tlius|tbe Cbarlestown records saj : — 

Mr. Blackstone, dweUins on the other tide of Charles RiTer, alone, to a 
place bjr the Indcant called Shawmutt, where he onljr had a cottage at or nei 
far of the place called Blaekttone'i Poini^ he came and acquainted ti&e 
GoTernor of an excellent Spring there, withal inviting him and soliciting him 
thither. Whereupon, after the death of Mr. Johnson and dlTcrs others, the 
GoTcrnor, with Mr. Wilson and the greatest part of tlie Church, remored 
thither. Whither also the frame of the GoTemor*s house was carried, when 
people began to build their houses against winter, and this place was called 
Boston. J 

BIr. Drake, in bis excellent *' History of Boston,** quotes this ex- 
tract, and remarks that '' this place was not thought of for a town 
until Blackstone urged it.** He thinks that Blackstone's Point was 
that afterwards called Barton's Point, at the northerly end of 
Leverett street, towards Cbarlestown, and adds : '* His Foini is 
more easily located than his house or bis spring^** and proceeds to 
suggest as not unlikely that these may have been near Poplar 
street. 

Now^tht exact location of Mr, Blackstone* 8 homestead lotisaM 
definitely fieed as thai of the MUldam or Western avenue. He made 
a deed to the inhabitants, of the whole peninsula, retaining this 
homestead lot of six acres. By the town records of 1785, ** the re- 
lease of Mr. Blackstone, the first proprietor of the town of Boston,** 
is mentioned as *' now on file in the town clerk's office.** The original, 
however, has never been seen by either of the historians of Boston, — 
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Shaw, Snow, or Drake, — and is doabtlets lott Blackstone, wIsIh 
ing to live a more retired life and amid fewer neiglibors, tubacquentlj 
sold this reserved lot ; but no deed fVom him it found on record. 
In the course of time, therefore, its precise location became 
doubtful. It was, however, accidentally discovered by an inves- 
ligation of my own. In May« 1829, 1 was examining the titles <^ 
the ^It. Vernon proprietors, claimed under John Singleton Copley, 
the celebrated artist. I succeeded in tracing back his lot in part to 
a deed from one Richard Peyp* and Mary his wife, of Ashon, 
Essex Count}', to Nathaniel Williams, by a deed not found on 
record, but expressly referred to as dated January 80, 1655; and 
a deposition of Anne Pollartl, in 1 711 (Suffolk, Lib. 2C, p. 84), proves 
that Blackstone sold to Richard Pepys. In 1676 is recorded a 
deed of Peter Bracket and Mary his wife, late widow of said Wil- 
liams (Suffolk, Lib. 9, fol. 825), conveying to her children, 
Nathaniel Williams three-quarters and Mary Viall one-quarter — ^ 
all that messuage, with the bams, stables, orchards, gardens, and 
also that six acrti of land, be it more or less, adjoining and be- 
longing to said messuage, catted the Blackstone /oC, being the same 
which were conveyed to said Nathaniel by Richard Ptpis^ of Ashon^ 
Essex County^ and Mary his toi/6, <u by their adt^ bearing date Jan^ 
wary 80, 1655, will morefuUy afpear» 

Mary Viall's one-quarter gets into said Nathaniel, wlio con- 
veys the whole lot in 1709 (Suffolk, Lib. 24, f. 103) to Thomas 
Banister as *' an orchard and pasture, containing six acres more or 
less on the N.W. side of the common with the fiats ; the upland 
and flats lieing bounded N.W, on Charles river or a cove," etc., 
etc. '' Southerly on the Common." 

Blackstone's six-acre lot, therefore, was at the lower part of the 
south-westerl}* slope of Beacon Hill, or, according to the present 
monuments, it was at Vie bottom of Beacon street^ bounded southerly 
toward the Common^ and westerly on the river. In other words, his 
fine taste led him, at the outset, to select for his abode the precise 
spot which is now the ** Court-end " of the cit}'. It must have been 
a sheltered and sunny enclosure of almost unrivalled beauty. 
Charles street was, in 1804, laid out along the water's edge, and, 
in the cellar of one of the houses easterly of that street (set off to 
the late B. Jo}*, one of the Mt. Vernon prc^rietors), is a copious 
spring, which was doubtless BIr. Blackstone's. Shaw, in his de- 
scription of Boston, p. 108, sa3's : ** Blackstone's spring is yet to 
be seen [1800] on the westerly part of the town, near the bay which 
divides B^Uonfram Cambridge.^ 



Gleaner* Articlbb. 
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I felt as proud of mj delivery as a hen does thai has laid aR 
and it was the subject of much eadding or my part. Ar 
"Account of it will be found in the ^' Boston Coarier"* of that liRie. 
«' The Sexton of the Old School** has also made it the soljecA of 
one of his later lucubrations in the ^* Transcript.** I had eoory rea«m, 
indeed^ to believe that (A« publie mtml was forever emUgkiemeiam fJUs 
momentous topic. Judge, then, of my mortificaUoR, Mr* Editor, 
when I found the old erit>ncous surmises reproduced us a standard 
worlc b}* so careful and well-informed an antiquarian as Mr. Drain I 
— my*'*^ pet " discovery wholly* ignored by the very man of aH oUiera 
who should have known evcr}*thing about it I — my ^ credit" 
clean gone as if I had been an original stodchdlder in the 



u 



n. 



HISTORICAL. 

Jmi^ €, 185$. 

Mr. EnrroR : — Beipg at present confined to my hooae I am 
unable to refer to certain abstracts of my own wUdi I well ie» 
member, especially a deposition of Odltn, etc Mr. I>rake'a Ua- 
tory, however (p. 530), supplies me with all IwaBt»andpn>Te8,aa 
I think, conclusively that Blaxk^one^s poini «nt fla siR-acrs loC 
tchich he reserved^ and thai his house stood onpwriefiL Mr. Drake 
speaks of the four depositions, in 1684, of John OdliR, Bobert 
Walker, Francis Hudson, and William Lytherland, and he rsfwo- 
sents them as sa3ing that they had — • 



Dwelt in Boston ttortk the tint planting thereof^ and fi^W^Jiig so sX Udt 
da J (June 10, 1684) ; i\ai in or ahovi 1C34 the said inbabitaals of Boston fof 
whom the Hon. John Winthrop, Esq., GoTemor of the Oalomf, was chkf) 
did agree with Mr. William Blackttone for the parchaao of hb estate and 
right in anj lands Ijing within the said neck called Bostea; «ad Ibr aaid po^ 
chase agree tliat eveiy householder should paj 6a., aoao pi^ri^ Icm^ boom 
considerablj more, which was collected and piud to Mr. Bhwkatoiie to hb 
full satisfaction for his whole right, rtsertimg en/jf ( 



I 
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coMMMi/jf mBed Jttmdttione*i TWnf,' an part vhenofkiMiken iweOing kom»$ 
tiood; after whidi pvicluM \h% town laid out a place for a training JUid^ 
which ever liaee and now te used for that purpota and for the feeding of 
cattla. 

Now, to mj apprebcnsion, nothing can make the matter clearer 
than the above extract fh>m Mr. Drake's own histoiy. If it had 
been printed in tlie part of the volume where his surmises are made 
in favor of Barton*s Point, he could not, as it seems to me, have 
failed to be himself convinced of his mistake. The Camnum 
(which contains about 50 acres) was veiy probabl}- the re«/clMe of 
tk4 50 ocres which had previously been granted to Mr. Blackstone, 
and which thus became revested in the town. 

One TToid of reply to Mr. Alonzo Lewis.* Mr. Blackstone's 
eoitage was doubtless a slight structure, and in 1709 had disap- 
peared ; but the IrefS which he had planted had grown, and were 
an orchard^ which of itself becomes a conspicuous monument^ — sines 
f*l it the on/jf wrdkard shown on the most ancitni plan$ of BoUon. 
That there were nomerous other springs I admit. That there was 
an excellent spring on this spot so near the original shore that the 
fresh water bubbled forth and ran down the sand to sea, I was 
assured by an aged witness, now deceased, who wjas consulted as 
to the titles in that locality in the suits of the Overseers of the 
Poor against the Mount Vernon Proprietors. 

SCMXAST. 

Edward Johnson, in 1C30, in his ** Wonder- Working Providence,** 
writes : ** One [on] the South side of the River, one a Point of 
Land called Blaxton*s Point, planted Mr. William Blaxton.** 

The Records show that '« I April, 1633, it is agreed that Mr. 
William Blackstone shall have fifty acres set out for him near his 
house in Bostcm to enjoy forever." 

Blackstone sold the town, the following year, all said allotment 
except six acres, on part of vsJiich his then house stood — the sale 

* J«dg« S««all, to hit Diarj (vol. I., p. 186), ooder date of Aogost 15, 1687» wiola 
as followi^ *• WMt toto Watar aloaa at BlaekttonVt Poiat." Thii ihowi that tha aama 
WM long p rt w r^tS. Latar oa Ifr. Bow<liteh traeM th« titl« of a^Jaotat lots, so 
stroagtboaiag bis Snt poritioa, that it msj b« deemsd to bs svttlsd that BlaskstoaA 
P^at was at tha sonisr of Bsaeoo aad Charlos strsets. W. 

*]lr. Lswis had rapliad to tha Snt artiela bj toggattiag that Blaehatoaa's stz-aaia 
lol might bavo baaa at tha farthar and of hit fiftj aaraa^ and, tharafora, n^ bata 
baaa at tba potot eaUad aftarwards Barton's Poiat. Mr. 8. O. Draka also laltorsloi 
Us MasB la aa artisla. W. 



* Gleaner'* Asncuss. 5 

not l)cing restricted to tlie 44 acres, bat inclading all his right in 
the |)eninsii1a. lie received £S0, raised by a town vote assessed 
l^ov. 10, 1634. 

The deposition of Odiin, etc., is a well known historical doco* 
ment, wliich has been often printed in extenso.* 

Blackstonc probably removed from Boston in 1635. It is, at any 
rate, certain from a publication in 1641 that be had removed before 
that year. See Savage's Winthrop. Annie Pollard proves that he 
sold his reserved six acres to Richard Pepys. This six-acre lot, 
** commonly called the Blackstone lot,** is traced fVom Pep3*8 in 
1655, through Williams, to Banister, 1709, and through Copley to 
the Mount Vernon Proprietors — and it houndM S. on the Common^ 
W. on the River. 

Now, as to the or^uird planted by Blackstone. In a pablica« 
tion of 1765 it is stated that many of the trees still bore fimit. 
Bonner's plan of 1722, though it has no division lines marking the 
bounds of the Common, has an arrangement of trees in rows, l.e., 
an ordiardy obviousl}* in this locality. This orchard reappears in 
Price's plan of 1733. Who can doubt that it was Blackstone'a, 
Pepys', Williams', Copley's orchardf 

As to there being no Pt^int at the foot of Beacon hill — all Boa- 
ton has been called in print ** Blackstone's ^edk,** and the name of 
Blackstone's Point may have been given to that projecting part of 
Boston which was neareet to his house. It is, however, a mere 
question of nomenckiturey and does not at all affect the question of 
where Blackstone actually lived. Beside^, no on^ can know that 
there was not some such projection of the original shore at the foot 
of Beacon hill as might with propriety be called a point. The 
whole space at the bottom of the Common, now nsed as a parade 
ground, and of which the level has been greatly raised within a few 
3*ear8, was doubtless at that time a mere marsh or beach, ooca* 
sionally, if not alwaj's, covered by the ftill tides. If so the shore 
must iiave made a decided bend or sweep toward the east, imme* 
diately in front of Mr. Blackstone's homestead lot. In other 
words, there must have been a point thns formed. On the whole I 
think the «' point" is '' settled" wheie Blackstone settled, and feel 

safe in changing my signature to 

Q. £• D. 

* Th« orif inal depotiUoa b la Ssffolk l>e«d% Uk U, foL iOi. It if prtBtodTis lUl 
/o Sbaril^rs J)99cripUott of Boitnm, pp. SM-T. « W. 
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m. 

ANCIENT ITEMS. 
Jui^ 10, 2855. 

Id 1C76, after King Phi1ip*s war, Dr. Increase Mather, of Boston, 
** did by his letters procure a whole ship-load of provisions (W>iii 
the charity of his friends in Dublin.** So that when Boston sent, 
by R. B. Forbes, Esq., a ship-load of provisions to Ireland, a few 
years since, it was but the payment, witliout interest, of a debt 
contracted by our forefathers a century and three-quarters before. 
The debt is mentioned by Drake, but not Its somewhat tardy dis- 
charge. Mr. Drake, in each page of his history, has, in the notes,, 
preserved copies of the miscellaneous votes passed by the town in 
each year, these being generally of too trivial a character to justify 
an insertion in the text. Thus, under the 3*ear 1640, the following 
vote is recorded as passed March SO, viz. : ** Ordered, That no more 
land be granted in the Town out of the open ground or common 
field, which is left between Sentry Hill and Mr. Colbron's end, ex- 
cept 8 or 4 lots to make up the street from bro. Robt. Walker's to 
the Round Marsh.** On this vote he makes not a word of comment, 
and yet it was the origin of the Boston Common. Sentry Hill was 
Beacon Hill. Mr. Colbron's end or field extended from Washing- 
ton street back along Pleasant street and the water, and the street 
referred to is Boylston street. The Common originally reached to 
Tremont House, and indeed the little flower-garden at the S.E. 
comer was granted more than 190 j'ears ago as a house-plat, out 
of that end of the Common. Rather a small-sized house-lot, by 
the way! The granary and workhouse were erected where the 
Park-street Church and houses now stand, the street leading by 
them having been called Sentry street. The Common originally 
extended to Mason street ; and the whole Colonade Row block of 
houses was built on land sold off from it. On the other hand, its 
original dimensions were enlarged in 1780, by a purchase, fh>m 
William Foster, of about two acres on Boylston street, east of the 
burying-ground, and between it and Tremont street. The Publie 
Ganlen was, and as I conceive still is, part of the Common, though 
divid^ IVom it by Charles street about 1804. Surely a vote to 
which Boston is indebted for this beautifhl public pleasure-ground 
should have received from Its historian at least one sentence of 
mention in his text. 
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Mr. Drake doos indeed mention in bit text Uiat on March 81, 
1645, '* there was purchased of Thomas Scotto for tiie use of Uie 
'Town his dwelling-house, 3'ard, and garden, for flftj-five pounds. 
[Cheap.] It was bounded on the north by land of Henry Messen- 
ger, on the cast by Mr. Richard Hutchinson's, by the Common 
street south, and the burning-place west.** But it would not have 
been amiss if he had added that this is the School-street estate, on 
which now stands the City Hall. Between this School-street land 
and the city land on Court street, on which formerly stood the 
prison and now stands the Court House, were intervening lots of 
Ilenry Messenger, etc., which have been subsequently acquired, ao 
that the two estates are now united. And it would seem that of 
the original School-street land portions were subsequently sold off, 
on which were erected the brick buildings owned by the late John 
Lowell, Wm. Sullivan, etc., and which were again purchased at a 
much later day by the cit}*, the land so repurchased being now laid 
out as ornamental enclosures in IVont of the City Hall. It is ob> 
servable that the west boundary of the deed of 1645 is on the 
burying-place. It was not until more than forty years after this 
period, under the administration of Andros, that the first Episcopal 
church, now known as King's Chapel, was erected on part of ** the 

burying-place*** 

Gleaxsb* 



f: 



IV. 

KING'S CHAPEL BURTING-GBOUND. 



JWly 22, 28S5. 

Mr. Editor: — There is a well-known legal oonundmm — 
** What is that which, when it has once begun to run^ never leaves 
off running? ** The answer is, ** A statute of limitation.** It, 
indeed, runs to some purpose. Its ** might makes right.** An 
unauthorized intrusion upon lands — a barefaced sguerf — it con- 
verts at last into a titU^ guaixled by all the sacred majesty of law. 

Our citizens, as they pass by the chapel in Tremont street, see 
merely an ancient edifice, of fine proportions, belonging to one of 
our most wealthy and fashionable congregations, and in the bury* 
ing-ground adjoining they behold the rjesting-plaoe of those who, 
from age to age, after having worMpped ai thai chur^ have, at 
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last, been gathered together beside its bsHowed walls. Ncthingt 
however^ can he further from the tnUh of hUiorjf. 

Isaac Johnson was one of the noost distingniUicd of the foandert 
of Boston. His wife, the Lad3' Arabella, nobly born and delicately 
nnrtared, sunk at once under the fatigues and privations of her 
western voyage, and died at Salem, where she landed. The place 
of her burial is not known— 

** Tet ttm the hath a nommieiil 
To strike the pentire eye, — 
The tender memorict of the land 
Wherein her athee lie." 

Her husband died shortly afterwards (September SO, 1680). 
The grave closed, as it were, at once over them both. 

It is tradition^ derived from the late Chief Justice Sewall, that 
Hr. Johnson had chosen for his lot the great square between 
Washington, School, Tremont, and Court streets, and that, by his 
desire, he was buried at the south-west end of that lot, ** which 
gave occasion for the firni hurying-plaee of this town to be laid out 
round about his grave." It is, however, a matter of doubt where 
he was buried, and it does not appear that this whole square, or, 
indeed, any part of it, was ever actually granted to him. It is 
certain that, in the ** Book of Possessions " (our Daomiday'hook)^ 
it is subdivided among several possessors. 

Thus, Richard Hutchinson is ** Possessor ** of the S.E. comer lot 
on Washington street ; the burying-place is located at the S.W* 
comer on Tremont street ; while, between them, comes the estate 
which, in 1645, Thomas Sootto sold to the town (now the City Hall 
estate). 

Here, then, were buried those sturdy champions of Puritanism, 
who, dreading and detesting the thraldom of the Church of Eng- 
land, had left the comforts and luxuries of the Old World, that they 
might worship God according to their own consciences; who 
through life had looked with almost equal aversion upon Episco- 
pacy and Popery. The feeling that prompted Endicott to cut out 
thecrotf ft-om the King's colors — however the policy of his act 
might be questioned — really pervaded almost all minds. Fleeing 
flrom persecution themselves, they thought that they had the right 
to drive forth IVom among them, even by pereecutian^ those sectaries 
who sought, under claim of like liberty of conscience, to worship 
God in modes which they Judged erroneous. Here lie buried John 
Winthrop, ** The Governor,** d. 1649 ; ** the famous, reverend and 
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learned Pastora,** John Cotton« d. 1652, John Darenport, d. 1670, 
and John OxenbHdge, d. 1674 ; Major Thomas Savage, d. 1681-S; 
Majo> Thomas Brattle, d. 1683, and others, thehr wise and braye 
contemporaries. 

Mr. Cotton's burial has been quaintly described as ^* the most 
grievous and solemn fhneral ever known upon the American 
strand ; " and an elegy is extant ** on the Sudden and much 
Lamented Death and Expiration of that Worthy, Grave, Pious, 
and Everyway accomplished Hero, Mi\}or Thomas Savage, Esq'r." 

How would it have shocked these worthies on their death-beds 
could the}' Lave foreseen that their last resting-place was eventually 
to be desecrated by the intrusion of a hateful EpUeopal €d(/los, 
within which, in still later times, under episcopal forms, what they 
would Lave regarded as the damnabU heresy of Unitarianism would 
be inculcated I 

In May, 1686, the first society of Episcopalians was formed. 
The old charter of the Colony having been annulled, and the politi* 
cal power being then in the hands of that denomination, on the 
arrival of Andros, in December of that year, they succeeded in com- 
pelling the Old South Society to permit them to use thehr bnildUig 
as often as occasion required. Drake says : ** How the (Episoo- 
pal) Society obtained the land on which their church stood hat 
not been discovered ;^ but it is not at all improbable that it was 

« Somewhat later Mr. Bowditeh obtained mid* light on tbii 8«bJMt» and May St, 
1858, ho published tho foUowing in tbt '•Xnaioript.* 

A QUESTION or TITUL 

Mr. Editor:— In an artielo prlntod in tho Tranaoript. in It55, I innitratod tht 
doctrine of iquat titles and titlet bj pofteision bj the eaao of King*! Chapel— a pari 
of a publie barjing-gronad taken from tho town for an Epitoopal charoh, In tha ihum 
of Androa. I had a list of all doodi iadozod under the name of " Botton," and fonnd 
no deed recorded. I itUl belieTo that artiolo ontirel j aooorate at to tho original odiftoa 
and the land under It. Within a daj or two, howevor, mj attention baa boon oaUod ta 
a deed indexed under tha namee of Thomai Banooeh and othen, to Henrj Oaaer and 
others, but which is reall j a deed of th§ Sdutnum ff Bottom, to the wordeno mni wottrp 
o/JGng^t Chapel in 1748 (Snff., 76, f. 82), bj whieh oortaia mddUumol pieeet of land 
are bought bj said grantees for the enlargement of the eharch, and whioh deed «C 
course recognizes the ownership bj said wardens and Tastrj of the original lot. Think* 
ing that a religious sooietj would feel relieved to learn that cajr perl of their ohnrsh 
and land had been bought ttd poid /or, I am happj to refer them to this old deed, 
which not being indexed nnder the names either of « Boston" or « King's Chapel^' 
would neoessarUj be oTorlooked bj all who aonght ftr It. Guuasa. 

In a tract entitied "A VlndioaUon of New England," printed la 16S8, writtfli 
probablj bj Rev. laereasa Mather, wa And these wordi ralatifa ta tha Epiioopallaas 
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taken bj onler of Governor Andros out of the common baria^ilnee 
which was given to the town by Mr. Isaac Johnsoo."* It is oer» 
tain that It was built on part of that bnijing-plaoe, — an appio> 
priation of the spot which could not hare been obtained IW>m Um 
living except under duress, and which would have been utterly fo- 
pugnaut to the most cherished feelings of the dead. The act, in- 
deed, could not, at first, have been regarded in any otlier light than 
as a flagrant wrong and insult. It Is, however, now the source of 
one of the best titlt* in Boston, and is at least one good firuit of the 
tyranny of Sir Edmund Andros. 

According to the usual practice of reserving the most important 
matters for insertion in the postscript, I would mention that I, 
myself, witnessed on this spot a truly sacrilegious official act, 
perpetrated bj' the direction of a superintendent of the City Burial 
Grounds, now deceased. Under the very windows of the HiMorkal 
Society f he caused many gravestones to be removed ttma their 
original position, and rearranged them as edge-stones by certain 
paths which he there laid out. The result is, that the tear of affec- 
tion and friendship may hereafter be shed, or the sigh of sentiment 
breathed, in a wrong locality; and perhaps the bones of a Uranger 
instead of an ancestor may be piously gathered and entombed anew 
b}' a ducendant^ unsuspicious of so strange and inexcusable an 
outrage. In delightAil contrast to this attempt to improve ^^ The 
King's Chapel Bur}*ing Ground,** let me refer your readers to a 
beautiful volume, in which it is described^ by Thomas Bridgman, 
published in 1853, and entitled ** Memorials of the Dead in Boston.** 



of Boftoa: *'Tbw at tk«lr owa ebtrg« Uiej bollt m ko«M; b«t eaa Ik* TW»i 
•f BmIoo X»\\ at whoM •harg* tb« land was parthaMd?" Froa a Witar of J«4g* 
Smrall'i Ib MaM. Utetorieal Sooiotj*! CoUaetioos, 4th MrUt, toL vlil. |^ ftlT, It smm 
aortaia tiial tho CoaaeU ondar Aadrot'i admiaUiraUoa took tba Umk Ibr Ika abaiak 
boUdiag. Thor* was no lagiilatara than, and this aot of tha taproMa aatbarl^ of tba 
aoloBjr aonld aol ba q irtl o n ad. W. 
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V. 

THE EARUCADO OF 167S. 
JMg IJ; 2S5S. 

Mr. Drake, in his ** History of Boston,"* p. 394, sajs, onder dmto 
»f Sept. 5, 1672 : ^* The fears of an invasion fW>m the Dutdi wka]f 
lave given rise to a stapendooa project of fortifying the town. A 
circular wall was ordered to be ereeted, extending lh>m one ex- 
remity of the cove to the other, or its terminations were the Soonoe, 
U the point now occupied By Imdia wJkur/^ on the South, and Capt. 
scarlet's wharf, at the foot of Fleet street, on the North." «* TkM 
nrcular line to he bniU Mpon jns to UmA the cftontiet at tlie nearest 
[)oiut before the town, and between the wall and the seaward ex- 
tremities of the wharves, built and to be bailt, one JkumAred Jhii 
9pace for vessels was to be ML"* ** This great stroctore fell 
gradually into decay, and U has heem hmg since aay vesiigee of U 
were to be seen. Its exterior was probably of wood. It went bj 
the name of the OU Wharf as long as any of it remained." 

There are varioos inaecnra^es in the above statements. It 
would hardly be proper to say that the Declaration of Independence 
may have been caused by the aggressions of the molher^coontiy. 
The Sconce, or So^Uh Boffeiry, which was one terminus of the 
structure (though I have not my plans to refer to), ooinddes, I 
believe, with Bow^s wkearf* rather than India wharfs which it 
adjoins. The structure was not built on a ctreiclar fine, but on a 
straight line or lines. It was the earliest laige wharf erected in 
Boston. Long wharf did not exist till 1710. Central wharf and 
India wharf were built within the present century. Further, it was 
erected without aajf refereneeUk ** touc&tii^ the dkannei.*^ And what 

is meant by the phrase ** Between the wall and the seaward ex* 
tremities of the wharves built and to be built, one hundred feet 
space for vessels was to be left"? The facts are, that the structure 



• Foitor'f wharf boondi MiA«|j «B ••SaooM" 1mm, U fMi wid*. bid o«i la 1S7S. 
On the northerl J ride of this ham U Mmmtfu whut, of which part WM oobtojoS to Joha 
Rowe in 1764, hj tho •zoeatofs of J«Mh Woaddl, u4 Iho rMidiM (aoMulaf 100 tmk 
on Batterjmareh ■troot* m>w Bnad itraai) was aoBVOjod to aald lUwa h/ Iha fahihi>» 
anU of the Town of BoitoB, to ITSS. (SmSblk, lA. ISl, foL ISS.) T^dtw^fmiqf 
the Old Satith B^trg eateit «r Swmn. Ite aaa* of- BattoijOHMh atnti If daclfti 
firoB thU Uttarj, wMAhwiiiiiiffiaiL 
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was a sea-wall, bailt across the moath of the core, with certain 
** gaps'* or o|)enings left for the passage of Teasels. All the flats 
outside of this wall, to the channel, and also two hundred feet in 
width of the flats inside of it, or towards the town, were granted 
in fee simple to the Individual undertakers who erected the struct- 
ure. And the various upland owners were restricted fh>m wharf- 
ing out hcjond a dreular Ztne, which was swept along the shore 
lh>m one terminus of the structure to the other, which ** circular 
line** ranged west of mudi of the present Commercial street, etc. 
The consequence was, that many conveyances of wharf-estates on 
this cove, for a century and a half, instead of hounding on '* the 
sea,** or ** low-water mark,** hound on ** (iU circular Ztne,** to which 
their right of wharfing out was thus restricted. JIfr. DntXre, reedU 
lecting thai thert teas a ** ctreu/or line ^ aomeio^ere, ha$ erroneously 
traneferred H to the actual etrueture. The whole space hetween the 
** circular line " and the line of the two hundred feet of inside flats 
granted to the undertakers, was to remain in common for wharfage, 
etc., and not merely, as Mr. Drake says, ** a one hundred feei 
tpaee/* 

Mr. Drake speaks of this structure as having long since ** wholly 
ceaeed to exiUJ* Down to the time of the erection of Central 
wharf, say forty years ago, a portion was standing, called the 
South Island wharf, on which were salt stores helonging to the 
proprietors of Long wharf. Over part of this Island wharf Cen- 
tral wharf was laid out. In digging for the foundations of that 
wharf branches of trees — part of the ** primeval forest,** with the 
bark still entire, were thrown up from the bottom of the original 
structure, with the stones in connection with which they had been 
sunk one hundred and forty years before. Another similar 
** island,** lying north of the Long wharf, was removed about 
twenty-five years ago for the purpose of making a channel or 
water passage in common for the wharves in its vicinity. And at 
this present time (1855) one of the chief wharves of the city, 
though now of course rebuilt, is itself but a part of the Barricado 
of 1C72, viz., the T wharf. The neck of the T, connecting it with 
Long wharf, Is a part of that structure, and the T itself stiH main- 
tains entire and enjoys its two hundred feet of fiats inside, and all 
the fiats outside toward the sea, — all, or nearly all, said flats being 
now covered by the present solid and substantial wharf. Here 
certainly is a very respectable ** vesf^** of this old enterprise. 

The name of the structure was *^ The Barricado,** or ** out 
whart** It only acquired the name of ** The old wharf or wharfea* 
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\iy lapse of time, and probably after It bad fallen into decay; 
ifter it had got into tbe condition of an eatate near the foot of 
State street, an ancient deed of ivhich graphically describea it as 
^^ a messuage now running to deapalr.** It It as much a misnomer 
us if the South Societj* had been stated to have had the prefix 
' Old " when it was first established. 

The Barricade grant gave to each ** undertaker " a fee simple 
title, but it was upon the conditiom that he, his heirs and asslgna, 
should keep in repair the part which he built. Breaches of thia 
condition have gradually worked a forfeiture of almost all these 
titles, but the grant itself will alwaj'a remain one of great historical 
interest. It is perhaps the most anomalous exercise of power recorded 
in our local annals; being utterly inconsistent with the prior vetied 
rights of all the upland owners in that cove, who^ by viritie ^fiks 
Colony ordinance of 1C41, as construed by (he present eonditUms of 
our Svpreme Judicial Courts already owned in fee' simple aU the 
fiats to tJte channel. 



VI. 

ST. PAUL'S CHURCH. 
July 24. 2855. 



Mr. Editor : — We have seen that King's Chapel Church origi- 
nated in something like a ** squat." There is one circumstance 
respecting St. Paul's Church, equally peculiar, and perhapa not 
generally known, even to those who worship there. 

At the b<*ginning of all things Robert Blott is found to be 
'* Possessor " of a tract of land, measuring 140 feet on the higlH 
way, now Washington street, and extending in depth 276 feet 
along a cross street or lane, named from him Blott's lane, after- 
wards Willis's, or Banister's lane, now Winter street. Behind this 
lot, occupying all the residue of Winter street to the Common, was 
the possession of John Leverett, who is named as the westerly 
abutter of Blott in the '^ Book of Possessions." The northerly part 
of Leverett's possession, measuring 210 feet in front on Winter 
street by about 100 feet in depth, la the source of title to the blocks 
of dwelling-houses now standing thereon, four of which front on 
Tremont street, the others on Winter street. ^ 
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The southerl J part of LeTcrett's Poftsession bad been sold off, a« 
early at 1664, to one VTjard or Wyre, tbougb tbe deed is not re^ 
eorded. Tbus, we find tbai ^^Hndson Leverett, alias Jobn 
Leverett,** mortgaged in 1664 an balf an acre of ground, bounding 
on the street north, the Common west, the Utnd now Ooodman 
Wyn^M W. (evidently a mistake for S.), and Goodman Blott's 
easlArlj. 

Robert Wjard and Sarah his wife convey to John IFbmpas, an 
Indian^ by warranty deed, dated January 28, 1666, recorded Sep- 
tember 28, 1668, in Suffolk Deeds, Lib. 5, fol. 690, a tract of land 
210 feet deep and 32 feet broad, more or less, bounded W. on the 
Ck>mmon, S. on Jolin Cross, £• on Alexander Baker (who had 
succeeded Blott), and N. on land now or late of Leverett. 

And it is fh>m this Indian, John Wampas, that St PauKs church 
derives its title to the nortlierly portion of its estate, say 32 feet on 
Tremont street, by 210 feet in depth. 

The light of Oospd truth emanating from a truljf heathen source / 

Glbaneb* 



vn. 

THE FIRST CHURCH. 
Jiily 7, 2855. 

Mr. EorroR : — It is believed that the title of the First Church 
in Chauncy Place is, in one particular, entirely unique. Summer 
street, from its leading towards a mill, and from its passage by the 
Seven Star Inn (which once occupied the site of Trinity Church), 
was in ancient times known successively* as ** 3** Mylne streete," 
and *' Seven Star lane.** It was at first called merely '* the street ** 
or highway. The '* Book of Possessions,** among the estates on the 
south side of this street, has the following item : *^ Richard 
Hollicb, one house and lott, bounded with Thomas Bell, East, 
Gamaliel Waito, West, William Blantaine, South, the streete, 
North." 

From the possession of Gamaliel Wait, on the West, is derived 
tbe title of the store now occupied by Hovey A Co. Thomas Bell, 
named as the adjoining easterly owner, was dead in 1655, and his 
son Thomas sold to John Maiyon [ i.e., Marion] a moiety of the 
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state in 1GG8, described u meamring 90 feet on the street, and 
lOUDcted " wlib the l&iid (tf Kobard UoUIdge West, *ni U there' 
54 feet more or !«••." 

Richnrtl lIollingArad of Boston, pUnUr [being the third illu 
iniler nbich tliis originsl posseMor appeart] and Ann, his wifi), 
' buing preserved to a state of old age, attended nllb nanj veat 
lesses and infirmities, and for a valuable aum of money secured to 
>e annually paid us, and the survivor of us " — convejred to Heniy 
^lline and Robert Sanderson, " Deacons of the First Cburdi of 
^Hirist In Boston aforeuiid, whereof w« are members," " aU thmt 
)ur d wet ling-house and housing irlth the land whereupon thiy 
>tand, yards, garden, orchard, bam, and land unto us belonging, 
lituatc on tbe southerly end of (he town of BostoD aforesaid, and 
luUcd and bounded Northeasterly on the street or highway, Soatl^ ~ 
sastcrly by llie land of John Mariim, Sr., Southwesterly by Iba 
and of I'bcbe Blanton, widow, and North neaterly by land of 
jamaliel Wait" (reserving during their lives the nse of the old 
louse, so called, and the little garden), *' to have and to hold to 
them, tlicir successors in said office, or assigns, to the only proper 
use and behoof of said Church or Society forever," by warrant 
deed dated December 17, 1680, recorded December 20, In Suffolk 
Deeds, Lib. 12, fol. I. 

The 6rst church edifice erected in Boston was on the south side 
of State street. The present Brazier's building occupies part of 
the site, though the original lot projected ont much farUter Into the 
street. The nliipplng-post and stocks, etc., were, one or both, 
erected in fVont of tL The menial and j)Ay«/cai means of Improv- 
ing the population were thus bronght into immediate juxtaposltloo. 
Alter standing on this spot about nine years tbe church was n- 
movcd, in 1G40, to its second location on Cornhill square. 

By an indenture in 1807 (Suffolk, Lib. 223, fol. ISI) between 
Ebenezer Preble (who bad succeeded Marion) and the then 
deacons of llie First Church, Chauncy place was laid out, 40 teet 
vcide, almost wholly over land of the church (a triangular gore of 
land, six feet nido on the street, and running to a point at tbe di^ 
tance of 117 feet, being all that was contributed by Mr. Preble, 
irho l>ougbt of tlie Society a somewhat larger triangnlar gore of 
land, extending trom said point southerly, and lying easterly of the 
easterly line of said place). The Society then sold Benjamin Joy, 
Esq , in 1808, their estate In ComhIII square (on which he erected 
" Joy's Building"), he agreeing to erect for the Society four brick 
dwelllog-housea on the Ikont porUon ofth^ Snmnwr^treet estats. 
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Behind this block of hoasct stands the present eharch, bounding 
easteH J on the new court thus laid out. And a school-house was 
subsequently erected on a lot sold off on the south side of the 
church. 

The original liomestcad lot of Mr. Ilollich appears to have been 
about 150 feet wide, and more than 250 feet in depth ; and now, 
though a quarter of an acre of it is appropriated a liighway, it con* 
reniently accommodates two public edifices and four private ones. 
So that the first occupant had ample room for ** swinging a cat** 
whenever he felt so inclined. 

There u probably no land in Boslon^ except that on which Chauncy 
Place Cliurch etande^ which i$ held under a direct conveyance from 
ihejlret poeuuor^ and of which no 9ub$equent conveyance ha$ ever 
been made. 

Gleakeb. 



vm. 

NOVELTIES IN ESTATES. 
July 19, 2855. 

Mr. EorroR : — There are '* curiosities of law ** as well as ** curi- 
osities of literature.** When Just entering that profession — which 
I regret to confess was at a remote period of some thirty* 3*cars ago 
— I remember hearing the following professional anecdote: A 
young lawyer had put up his ** sliingle/* and sat waiting for his 
first client. An interesting female in black walked into the 
apartment, and submitted her case to his consideration. She was 
a widow, and the second-story apartments of her husband's house 
had been assigned to her in full of her dower or thirds in his real 
estate. TJie building had Just been burnt up. The question sub- 
mitted was, **What had become of her dower?" This was 
decidedly a ** poser.** The attome}* had to dig very laboriously to 
get at the foundatione of this ** castle in the air.** What was the 
final advice given to this fair client I do not remember. 

It is often the case that an arched passageway is laid out 
through an estate, so that a portion of a house is sustained above 
it. Such are the estates at the entrance of Williams court, and of 
Disbrow*s Riding-school in Washington street. I do not recolleelt 
however, more than two instances in the whole city, of fee simpto 
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ireety will, I understand, in view of tlie very latest improvementt, 

iG ofllciallj changed to ** Squirrel avenue/* Goodman Robert 

3Iott ought still to preside over Winter street. When King and 

}neeH streets gave place to State and Court streets, what lingering 

cuse of loyalt}* to the House of Hanover caused that name to be 

etnined ! Think of Queen ^nne, of glorious memory*! being acto* 

illy obliged to change her name, because, by harboring females of . . 

»ad repute, she at last lost her own diaracter, and made her near- 

St neighbors ashamed of her acquaintance ! And, tlien, what aa 

nsignificant and unmeaning misnomer of North etreet was substl* 

uted ! Loolc at the late preposterous extension of tlie name of 

Vottgress street through to Broad street, in violation, as it were, of 

he vested rights of Theodore Atkinwonl 

Hog Alley^ indeed, is the only ancient home which I am not 
)rei>ared to defend. It was a small allej* formerly running fVom 
^Vashington street, now discontinued and making part of the ^ 

\dains-lIouse estate and that next ac^uining. Patriotism may 
palliate, though it does not Justify the merging into Wasliinglon 
itreet of the several streets known as Dock equare^ Marlbon/ 
itreetj Newbury streets Orange street^ and the Neck. How much • 
inore convenient were the former subdivisions, to say nothing of 
the victories of Marlboro' and the fame of the noble House of 
Orange — which these old names commemorated I Who can now 
tell, for instance, where 343 or 789 Washington street is, without 
first ascertaining the nearest cross streets between which it is sita- 
ate<l ? An old gentleman once told me that he had always lived in 
the same house^ but on six different streets. It fVonted easterlj* on 
Orange street, afterwards Washington street, and bounded north* • 

erl}* on Nassau street, afterwanls Common street, then Tremont 
street, and finally Common street again, after Tremont street was 
extended through to meet Tremont road. An individual who 
devotes himself to the examination of land titles may, indeed, well 
sigh at these changes. 

It is refreshing to a lover of the past to find a few names still 
commemorating original proprietors. The area included between 
Green street and Cambridge street once converged almost to a 
mere point, called the Field Gate. By different deeds, in 1667^ 
1G72, and 1G85, Simon Lynde purchased nearly the whole tract 
through to Chambers street, and the same became vested by mesne 
conveyances in his son, Samuel Lyndet who, in 1691, bought the 
remaining lot, and by deed dated in 1718 (L. 32, f. 270) oonve^'ed 
the whole to John Staniford, as bounded easterly by the highway, 
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i.e.^ Bawdoin square^ which had cut off the apex of the triangles), 
66 feet northed j on Green lane, 855 feet on a bevel line, as the 
fence runs, westerly on land of Charles Chambers, 546 feet, and 
southerly on Cambridge street, 677 feet. Through this tract of 
about six acres were laid out two highways, appropriately named 
Lyndt street and Staniford street. 

There is one/* oasis** in this desert, — one itrtei of which the 
name can never be changed without a violation of the jMyhted faith 
of the city, John Hull, who by coining the famous pine-tree shil- 
lings for the public, amassed.a large private fortune, invested some 
of his residuary shillings in a pasture at the north part of tlie 
town, containing Ij- acres, bouglit of Richard Dumer in 1665 
(Suffollc L. 6, f. 235). It was between Salem, Snowhill, and 
Charter streets. He died in 1683, intestate, leaving a widow and 
one daughter. His only child, Hannah, married Samuel Sewall, 
Esq., and Hull street was conveyed by them to the town in 1701 
and 1705 (L. 20, f. 265), on the express condition that it should 
alwaj's continue to bear that name. If history had recorded noth- 
ing else of Judge Sewall,* I should, fW>m this one circumstance, 
• have formed a high opinion of him as a Judicious and discreet per- 
son. He did, indeed, temporarily jield to tlie witchcraft delusion 
of 1692 ; but, at least, on Ute particular subject of the names of 
streets^ he was decidedly in advance not only of his own age but of 

our cum. 

Gleaner. 



CHAMBERS* FOUR ACRE PASTURE. 

July SI, 2855. 

Mr. Editor : — We will walls a little farther into the pastures, 
or ^^The New Fields.** Going from Bowdoin square, we left 
John Staniford, in 1718, owner of all the land to Chambers street. 
Next west of this estate came Chambers* pasture. This is traced 
'bacic directly to the Boole of Possessions, where we find, p. 144, 

* J«df« Samntl 8«wall wHI b« long remembered oo Mooval of hie moit iBtoreetiag 
u4 TmlMbU Diary, ooveriDg the peried tnm A.D. 16SS to 1730, now owDod hj tlM 
AUMMkaaelU Ulalorkal Sooieij. Two Tolamei of tho throo reqniilu ba?o alreo^y 
friatod. ^« 
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Vnlcntinc Hill, of Boston, graunted unto Mr. William Dnvlet t 
irtiin jiarcel of land in ye new field iii Roeton, being /ourc acftt, 
lorc or less, bounded on jc Nortli witU James Pcnn, John Biggi, 
nd Jnini^s Pcnn on tlic Weat, and Robert Turner on ye East, and 
lionias Iliittolph on j'e Soutb ; and this was, by an absolute deed 
r sale, sciilcd and dclivcicd before WitlUoi Aapinwall, NoLPub., 
b2: fi mo. 1648." 

Itobort Turner waa tlie predcccsaor of Staniford. Buttolph's 
astnre vcaa south of Cambridge street, wliicb did not jet exist. 

Cnpt. William Uavics died in 1676. His son and executor, Bcn- 
iinin, convcjcd to his mother, Sarah, who married Major Edward 
almcs ; and Palmes and wife, reciting this conveyance and m&r- 
age, convey to CJtarhi Cltambera, March 5, 1695-6 (Suffolk, L. 
5, f. ID), " all that our pasture of four acres," etc., bounded W. 
n widow Mynoltsnd on James Allen, X. on said Allen, E. m 
[gnasseh Beck [a predecessor of Staniford}, and S., on the high» 
■ay leading to said JtfynoWa kouie" (i.e., Cambridge street). 

Chambers laid out Chambers street, and in 1727 sold to Stanf- 
}rd a gore 14 feet on Cambridge street, 245 feet deep, lying £. of 
lid street (Suffolk, L. 41, f. 214). After this he bad left, W. 
r Chumbcra street, s square tract of laud, 320 feet wide on Cam- 
ridge street by 546 feet 4 inches deep on Chamlwrs street ; 
ounded lioth N. and W. on Allen; or, in reference to other street* 
ince laid out, his pasture reached on Cambridge street to a point 
feet W. of N. Russell street, while on Ch.imbers street It 
;acbcd a point 40 fi-et N. of lUton street. 

Chambers died in Middlesex, 1743, devising to four grandchildren 
limed Russell. James Russell, acquiring the whole, conveyed 
3 Thomas Russell, 1778 (Suffolk, L. 164, f. 281). Thomas Bui> 
bU, aflcr selling off the northerly feet on Chambers street, con- 
eyed all the residue to Daniel Austin, Thomas K. Jones, and 
■homas Clark, in 1794 (Suffolk, L. 178, f. 249). These grantees 
lid out F. JlasaeU street 40 feet wide, and Eaton street 96 feet 
■ide, and divided the premises into 36 lots, — bei'n^ a land sptcu- 
iffon of ijuite venerablt aT^iquiti/. In calling the street through 
his pasture Chamber street, the city has given it an absurd and 
nsigniScant name, in mutilations of the fair proportions of that to 
rhich it is really entitled. A TQlbery even of a tingle ktUr Im 
riminai. Official realitution tiumid immtdiatd]/ be made. 

Gleasiek. 
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XI. 

ALLEN'S TWENTY ACRE FARM. 
JW/y 23. 2855. 

BIb. Editor: — Rcsaming our walks from Bowdoin square 
into tbe pastures, we find that Chambers* pasture, in 1648, bounded 
north and in part also west on James Fenn, the residue of the west 
line being on John Biggs ; while in the deed of 1695 to Chambers, 
Biggs has turned into ^^tlie widow Mynott,** and Fenn into 
*^ James Allen.** The town granted, in 1641, to John Biggs, 1} 
acres ^* of marsh land on centinel hill field,'* extending back fW>m 
the front (i.e., Cambridge street) to a salt creek (toAicA is now 
missing). Biggs devised to his wife Mary, who married a Mynot 
[Minot], and on her death, in 1676, her lands came to her father, 
John Dasset, Sen., who, in 1696, Joins with his son, John Dasset, 
Jr., in conveying six acres to James Atlen^ dtrk. (L. 17, f. 237, 
etc.) These six acres extended south of Cambridge street, besides 
including the north of the street. 

James Fenn was a man of the highest consideration in his day, 
— a ruling elder of the church. It is not strictly correct to say 
that he lived *^ at the Albion,** but his mansion house was at that 
comer of Tremont and Beacon streets. He had an IH-acre past* 
are in the new fields as early as 1648. Ferhaps it was held under 
the grant referred to the town*s order of 18, S mo., 1646. He 
died, and by will dated in 1671, says : ** I give, etc. to Mr. James 
Allen all my pasture, being eighteen acres, more or less, lying be- 
tween Major Lererett and Captain Davis, to enjoy after my wife's 
decease forever.** Now, Capt. Davis was the predecessor of Cham- 
bers, and Leverett owned the large estate extending from Green 
street to the water, through which Leverett street was laid out by 
his heirs. 

By these two sources of title, the farm now in question gets 
united in Rev. James Allen. He made a deed of settlement in 
1706 (L. 28, f. 8), and in 1710 devised his lands in accordance 
therewith. Tiy these instruments he vested in his son, John Allen, 
** all that his tract of laud or /arm, so called, containing by esti- 
mation 18 acres, lying in the new fields, which was devised to him 
by his uncle, James Fenn, deceased, and two acres of his meadow 
land, part of the purchase of John Dasae\X,\jVQ%TL«iX %d^pkB^as%^ 
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the aforesaid farm or lands.** It It very natural that Biggs* 1^ 

acres should have grown a little. This 20-acre farm of John Allen 

embraceil all the lands west, and also all north of Chambers* four* 

acre pasture, at the corner of Cambridge and Chambers streets, 

being situated between Cambridge street, south, the water, west, | 

and tlie Lcverett street estates north and north-east. Allen ex* 

tended Chambers street northerly through his lands, bending round 

westerly towards the water, being a SO-feet highway, known for 

many years as ^^Allen*s highway^ or Wiltshire street, now merged | 

in the name of Chambers street.* Accordingly an elegant plan of 

the Levcrett street lands, 1728, is recorded (Suf., L. 40, f. 9), the 

west and south-west lines of which, in all 1,406 feet 4 Inches iii ' 

extent, from Green street to the water, bound throughout on* ** Mr* 

John Allen's 30-feet highway.** These lines indicate the exact 

bounds of the Allen farm in that direction, so that it included 

Blossom street. Friend street. Vine street. North Grove street. 

Bridge street, McLean street, late South Allen street, Allen street, 

formerly North Allen street. Poplar street, etc., the City Jail, the 

Medical College, the* Hospital Grounds, etc The whole of hie 

extensive tracts except only ttoo acret, immediatdy Jronting on Cam* 

bridge street^ being the posseeeion of Penn» 

The entire lower part of Cambridge street was a marsh, the 

shore at this point being deeply indented. As now filled up, the 

tract will probably be thirty acres at least ; and, besides this, Mr. 

Allen owned sixteen acres south of Cambridge street. The rope* 

walks, formerly* on Poplar street, and those formerly oonsUtnting 

the boundar}* of the estates on Pinckney street, though so widely | 

separated, were both on part of his one continuous tract of land. ' • [ 

I think it certain, therefore, that Rev. Jamee AUen owned a fixr 

larger part of the territory of Boston t/ian was ever owned by any indi' 

vidua/, unless^ perhaps^ we except one William Blaekstone. And he, 

though he had a grant of filly acres, only retained and cultivated 

six. And it may be safely asserted that Jtfr. Allen* s deed ofsM/Si* 

mene, in 1706^ passed a title to more lands than any other deed rs- 

corded in Suffolk County. 

Glbaxbs. 

* I do oot inelttd* Ui« pari of Chuabw •trtai wbi«b roas inU LtTarttt atrMl^ fonB«rlj 
knofra as Grarel tirtet, aad Uld ottt lArM^A LavaraU't land. 
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ZACHARIAH FHILUFS' NINE ACRE PASTURE. 

Mg 24. 2SSS. 

Mr. Editor: — At oar last walk into the pastorea, we had got 
stuck at the extreme end of the north aide of Camhridge street, 
in ^ a parcel of marsli gronnd, lying in je Centinel Hill field, coin 
taining 1^ acres,** etc., granted 27, 7, 1641, to John Bigga, 
^* hoanded with ye salt water toward the north-west, with a salt 
creeke toward the north."* If we now go into the ** salt water,** 
and noim to the spot forming the present sooth comer of Cam- 
hridge and Charles streets, we shall see, sooth-easterlj of ns, at 
the distance of 250 to 300 feet, an eUipUcal line of shore, no 
where reaching within 100 feet of Camhridge street, and having m 
hend outwards towards the sooth, after which it again henda 
inwards. This north*west edge or sk^ of the ** Centinel Hill,* 
or Beacon Hill, was occupied by m pasture of nine acres, the 
lines extending over the fiats, northerly, towards Cambridge street, 
and also westerly towards the Channel. This is ^^Zaekarioh 
Pkillips* Nine Acre PdJficre, a name whidi sounds as familiariy in 
my ears as ^* Femberton square."* 

This pasture extends from Cambridge street, southerly, along tlie 
water side, till it meets the ^^ Bbdcstone six-acre lot" at the bot- 
tom of Beacon street. Its east line begins on Cambridge street, 
at a point 110 feet west of Grove street, and then runs 
straight nearly at right angles, slightly oonveiging toward Grove 
street, so that on the north side of May street its distance from 
Grove street is reduced to €€ feet. This straight line continues 
about 832 feet from Cambridge street, or to a point 266 feet south 
of May street ; then there is m Jog inwarda of 140 feet ; then it 
again runs south about two hundred feet farther, and then westerij 
to the sea. These last lines are on Blackstone or Copley; tlie 
first long line is on the 16 acres of James Allen. 

The earliest deed found is that of Samuel Cole to said Phillips, 
Dec. 30, 1658 (Suffolk, L. 3, f. 124). It haa a little twist in the 
points of the compass. It conv^v nine acres, more or less, 
bounded north on Brown and on sidd Cole [afterwards Allen], 
on the sea south and west, and on Nathaniel Williama east and 
south. WUliamB ovmed BladuUn^M € ocrt kC 
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FbiDips, in 1672, teUs to John Lererett and Sarah, hit wilb 
(Soffollc, L. 8, C 98). John Leverett died In 1678. In 1707, 
one-half of this pasture waa assigned to the heira of Hodaon Lev* 
erett, who, in 1725, sold to Nathaniel Hubbard (Suifollc, L. 42, f. 
65), and he to Nathaniel Bjfield in 1726 (L. 42, f. 71). [ 

The other half belonged to the six daughters of Governor Lev* 
erett, and, alter mesne conrejances, five-dxths became Tested in 
Bjfield in 1726 bj deed (L. 42, f. 69), and he tnorrM the re- 
maining daughter, whidi got the whole title snnglj unto him, since 
she ** Dame Sarah Leverett, being minded to show regard, valoe, 
and confidence for and in said Nathaniel,"* conveyed to him her i 

share, etc, 1718 (L. 87, f. 605). ^ - 

This pasture was divided into 59 lots, — Soothadc and May 
streets being laid out through it parallel to Cambridge street, and 
Soulhack street (now called West Cedar street) being also laid 
out to run southerly along the shore. 3Vo Mer jfreeCt, HSl jfreeC 
amd Short sireH^ wer$ aUo laid autf tdUdk many a modan homm 
has now unconscUmdy covered oveTm 

I will not s|)eciQr their exact location lest I should disturb those 
occupants whose ** ignorance is bliss."* West Cedar street has al 
a latter day been continued northerly from Southack street to 
Cambridge street. This old plan waa never recorded. Hon. Na» 
thaniel Bj-field sold oif 7 of these lots, numbered 7 to 14, to Nathan* 
iel Kenney; and then (apparently foigetting thia deed, whidi 
tnerdy included a lot 300 feet wide on Southack street, and thence 
extending westerly to the low water, widening as it went), for love 
to his three grandsons, Byfield Lyde, Frauds Brinley, and George 
Cradock, malces a deed of gift to them of the wkoU paaiurt in 1729 ' 

(L. 44, f. 49). They appear to have made a veiteZ agreement to 
divide according to this plan, probably drawing lots from a hat 
instead of making a formal indenture ; it being ^^att inthefamUjf.*' 
Tills process, however convenient at the time, has since caused 
mudi trouble to others, if not to themselves. At a later period 
most of the northerly water lots on this plan get united in Charlet 
Bulfinch, and the southerly ones in Messrs. OUs, Mason, Joy, il 
oL, or the Mt. Vernon proprietors. 

The celebrated suits of the Overseers of the Poor against these 
proprietors were brought to recover some of the extreme soutberiy 
lots of this pasture. This debatable land extended from a little 
west of Louisburg square to the water, ranging a little north of 
Finckney street, and reaching near Mount Vernon street. One 
TiUey had mortgaged these lots to Pemberton in 1747, who fore- 
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closed in 17*M), and devised to the Overseers in 1782. The par- 
chasers of tlie Co|>ley estate, or Blackstone lot, in 1795, under a 
deed which ran westerl}* toward the loafer, found a fence standing, 
fastened to an old powder ftoicse, which was proved to have been 
as far north as witliin twenty feet of Finckney street. This fence 
erroneously continued to the waier^ and induded NeaWjf ail the cfe* 
manded premisee ae part and parcel of the Ooplejf loi. And as to 
the residue of the land sued for, the acts of the Mount Vernon 
proprietors in digging down the whole hill to a great depth in 1804, 
and laying out Charles street across the same, were held evidence 
of a good title by disseisin against all persons from whom, after 
such a lapse of time, a grant would be presumed. These suits, 
between thirty and forty in number, with a great array of eminent 
counsel, were among the most important private actions ever de* 
cided in this county, and gave quite a celebrity to *^ Zachariah 

Phillip's PasUm."* 

Gleaner. 



OLD GRANTS OF NECK LANDS. 

July 25, 1855. 

Mr. Editor: — In 1708 the town of Boston conve^-ed to Sam* 
nel Phillips, David Jeffries, Thomas Savage, William Clark, Wil* 
liam Payne, Benjamin Pembcrton, Oliver No^'es, Ilabijah Savage, 
Elisha Cook, Jr., Thomas Bannister, Jr., and Benjamin Fitch, m 
tract of land and flats extending across the Neck IVom low-water 
mark to low-water' mark (Suffolk, L* 24, f. 106). This deed 
gives no measures, but the grant extends fh>m the pasture of John 
Bennett and land of Daniel Epes, as far south towards Roxbury as 
*^ 24 feet beyond the new pavement.** Not a very permanent monu- 
ment! It was really a grant of about 1,000 feet in length. Its 
north line is the present Castle street,^ and its south line stops 



* It mmj b« weU to meiitioB b«ra that tb« land on th« north tide of CkftU stroot and 
WMt sido of Washington ttreot holongod to Daniel BpM. Ho bong ht It of William 
PalM^ whoM mothor was Eliuboth Oulbron, daaghtor of tho ftnt ownor. GmUo ftreol 
It thno an Important bonndary, as Dca. Oolbron's ostato was rwj largo^ asd no dood of 
dIfWon If OS noofd. 800 Sparhawk a. Ballaid, 1 Jfotoalf, SS-IOS. 
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a little short of I>over street. It was on the condition that the 
grantees should finish a highway (now Washington street), and 
(« secure and keep off the sea,** which, as it would seem, some- 
times washed across the land fh>m east to west. 

Three of these grantees (IlabUah Savage, Bannister, and Fitch) 
released to the others, and in their stead Stephen Minot and John 
Noyes were admitted. And in 1709 a great indehtore of division 
was made into ten lots, each of them measuring at low-water mark 
on the cast side 97} feet, and at low-water mark on the west side 
94 feet 3 inches — the lines being slightly converging. The meas- 
ures on the east side of Uie street were 96 feet, and on the weit 
side of the street 95 feet 4 inches. The indenture is recorded in 
Suflblk, Lib. 24, fol. 239. The premises thus divided, upland and 
flats, were probabl3*/y^y oeret. This division is the source of all 
the modern titles within the extensive area which it embraces. 

It is a fact, though it will hardly be believed, that CaUte street 
was once known as Cambridge street. Thus in the division of 
Stephen Harris* estate (Probate Records, 1774, Lib. 74, foL 28), 
a lot is set off, bounded east on Orange street, north on Cam* 
bridge street. 

An interval of nearly eighty 3'ears passed without any further 
grant of Neck lands. But in 1785 the town conveyed to Stephen 
Gore and others a tract of land and flats 1,400 feet fh>m north to 
south, extending 200 feet west of Washington street, and embrao* 
ing all east of that street to low-water mark. (Suffolk, Lib. 149, 
fol. 126). 

Two of the original grantees, Nathaniel Davis and Joshua 
Farrington, give place to Edward Blake and Jeremiah Williams. 
The ultimate proprietors were Robert Davis, John May, Edward 
Blake, John Parker, Joshua Witherle, Benjamin Cobb, Jr., Stephen 
Gore, Nathaniel Curtis, Ebenezer Dorr, Amasa Davis, Jeremiah 
Williams, William Boardman, William Dall, and Caleb Davis. 
This grant was on the condition of erecting certain ** barriers ** for 
a like purpose of excluding the tide waters, and was, perhaps, 
nearl}' if not quite as extensive as the first. 

An indenture of partition was made among these proprietors in 
1778, dividing their land into 14 loU on both sides of Washington 
street, the general direction being by straight lines fW>m low-water 
mark on the east side to the line of the town land, 200 feet west 
of tlie street. But, to avoid a bevel, every lot has a bend in its 
lines at about 70 feet (torn the street, which It thus meets at right 
sn^rjes. This bend baa given a veiy pecuUar ap]^sxaiiQe to all tba 
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buildings which hare since been erected on this long range of lots. 
The indenture is recorded in Lib. 162, foL 100. Tlie area included 
in this division begins a few feet south of Dover street, and ex- 
tends a little beyond the estate of the late John D. Williams, 
whose well-known partiality for a particular color is still perpet- 
uated in his green house and green store. A parchment plan of 
this division existed unrecorded for more Uian half a century, but 
is now bound in at the end of a modem volume (Lib. 491), being 
separated fh>m the indenture to which it relates by 229 volumes. 

Beyond these lots, on tlie city lands, where we now find splendid 
dwellings and elegant public squares, there stood, year after year, 
only (he gaUaum — that land-mark of civilisation — the traveller's 
guide-post at the entrance of a great metropolis! One of its 
posts formed the boundary of ^^ Colonel John Ma^-'s lot,** which 
words of ownership were accordingly painted on it. A wag added 
the words ** and portion.^ Another anecdote is told of two friends, 
riding into town across the Neck, one of whom, looking signifi- 
cantly' at this structure. Jocosely observed to the other, ** Where 
would 3'ou be now if ever3'bod3' had their deserts?** The reply 
was, ^* I should be riding into town alone t*' It is said that when 
Marehall Prince was executing the sentence of the law on four 
pirates, an eminent counsellor, now deceased, went from motives 
of curiosity to witness the spectacle, intending to preser\'e a strict 
incognito. The marshal, however, happened to discover him in 
the background, and utterl}* disconcerted him by calling out to 
the crowd with a loud voice, ^* Make wa}*, there I make way for the 
Honorable Mr. O. I *' Mr. O., though ** born great," and though 
he had also himself ^* achieved greatness," doubtless felt that on 
this occasion he had ** greatness thrust upon him." 

Gleaxer, 



xnr. 

COFPS HILL. 
July 27, 2855. 



Mr. EDrroR: — One of the most ancient bnrying-gronnds in 
Boston is that at Copp's HilU It is madft u^ Q»t «e(^ti\^vra(^ ^ 
land. The north-easterly part, meaav^nA% ^V t»^\. ^^ ^2<Q»aNR& 
street Mad 154 feet on SnowbUl stxe^ nim ^jMl \» ^^^Vwra.'^'^ ^^*^ 
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•f John Baker and Daniel Turell, dated February 20, 1659, re- ^ 

ordcd November 1, 1786, Lib. 58, fol. 154. After Hull street 

ras laid out b}* Sewall and wife, they oonve^^ed to Joshua Gee in 

708 (L. 25, 174) *^one redd square in which Mrs. Margarei | 

rhatcher now lyeth buHed,** bounded north by the bur}ing-place« 

ind on all other sides by their pasture, with no right of way ex* 

cpt through the old burying-place.** They, in 1711, ^^for the 

mrpose of enlarging the burying-plaoe,** conveyed to the Select- 

nen of Boston (Suffolk, L. 26, fol. 97) a tract of land measuring 

.70 feet on Snowhill street and 180 feet on Hull street,* in other 

^ords, extending the old south-easterly line of the burylng-place 

itraight through from Charter to Hull street. In this deed was an 

exception of the ^^ rodd square sold to Gee.** The consequence is, 

hat in the midst of this burying-place of the town, there is a small 

(quare lot, wliich is private property, the place of interment of 

i wealthy lady, who, while living, owned a large estate in this 

ricinity. 

This burying-ground has since been fbrther widened on Hull 
arcet so as to include lots measuring 148 feet 10 on that street, i 

Miginall}' sold by Sewall and wife to John Clark, Jr., in 1726; 
IrVm. Lee, John Jackson, and Thomas Jackson in 1816. But ma^ . 
Lcrs so modem cease to be interesting I 

A word or two about Mr. Gee and Mrs. Thatcher. Joshua Gee, 
t>oat builder, owned a very large tract of land and fiats between « | i 

Dharter street on the north. Prince street, south, Snowhill street, 
sast, and extending down the hill to the sea. He died in 1724, 
and his son Ebenezer dying in 1730, the estate came wholly to 
Rev. Joshua Gee, who died in 1748, and the division of his estate * 

in 1750 between his seven daughters and his son Joshua is one of 
the most important documents in the Probate Office. . The Gas 
Company's works. Brown's wharf, etc., are held under it. TUs 
son died without issue, and the name of ^^ Gee** thus became ex* 
tinct among us. In the suit of Rust vs. The Boston Mill Corpom* 
tion the locations of Mr. Gee*s lands became important — and the 
growth of some of the boundaries and contents was amusingly 
commented upon by the late H. G. Otis (who on this occasion 
was, I belieA'e, counsel in court for the last time), afL being a cir- 
cumstance which might naturally have been anticipated, as ** Gee,** 
in Greek, means the earth, i.e., land. 

Mrs. Margaret Thatcher was the wife of Rev. Thomas Thatcher. 
Her first husband was Jacob Sheafe^ a man of note, who died in 
1658. We find that a deed was made to Thatcher and wife by 
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Jobn Ereredd, alias Webb,' in consideration of £195 paid by ber 
as admiuUtratrix of her former husband. It is dated Jul}* 5, 1C66, 
recorded Suff., L. 5, f. 510. Tbit deed included all tlie land be- 
tween Salem, Hull, Snowbill, and IMnce streets, except certain 
lots on Prince street, wbicb bad been fenced in previously. Mrs. 
Tbatcber died, leaving a daugbter, Mebitable. wife of Sampson 
Sheafe^ and Elizabctb, wife of Jonatban Corwin. Slicafe- and wife 
sold to Robert Gibbs in 1697. On a division between the families 
of Gibbs and Corwin, two streets were laid out, commemorating 
tbe familj' name of Sheafe^ the flrst busband, and Margaret^ tbe 
christian name of tbe lady berself. 

In regard to tbe right of way out of tbe *^ one rod square,** it 
would seem that as to the occupant^ at least, a right of egress is not 
so important from a place of interment as from a place of residence* 
And yet it appears that, after all, the venerable old lady, Mrs. 
Thatcher, must have tcalked out of this lot« since I find among 
tbe inscriptions in the King's Chapel Burying-ground the follow- 
ing: — ^^Here lyeth interred the body of Mrs. Margaret Thatcher, 
formerly wife of Mr. J**ob Sheafe, and late ye wife of the Rever- 
end Mr. Thomas Thatcher, aetatis 68, orbit 23d Februar}-, 1693,** 
who can tell, however? ** To lie like a tombstone '* is a proverb ; 
and tbe tombstones in thai burying-ground have been shuffled 
about so much that on a question of locality of interment theur 
authority* is especially apocryphaL 

Gleaxer* 



XV. 

OLD BAKERS. 
July 30, 1855. 



Mr. Editor : — One of the earliest trades of civilised man is 
that of a baker. How soon it may have been divided into distinct 
branches among us I cannot state. But a century ago there is re- 
corded a deed from a ^* gingerbread baker.*' Presiding over hit 
comparatively* Zicxi£riot£« department, be probably looked down with 
contempt on his humbler brethren who merely provided tbe plain 
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« staff of life.** It it certain that old timet were golden timet fbr 

the bakcrt, and, doubtless, also for their customert, for there were 

no villanous adulterations in those days. At the time of the tieg« 

of Boston, Ebenczer Torre}*, a baker, removed to Sadbuiy or Ht | 

vicinit}', and died leaving an estate of over 9100,000. Alter the | 

Revolution (say seventy yeart ago), tix of the wealthiett and mott I 

re8i)ectable citizens of Boston were bakert. I 

Three resided at the North End -^ Edward Edet, John White, I 

and *^ Deacon " Tudor ; three at the South End — Samuel Smith, | 

John Lucas, and Edward Tuckcrman. Mr. Edes has, I believe, \ 

left no mnle dcscendantt living in Boston.* The late Fkt^estor 
Webster was a grandson and namesake of Mr. White. Deacon 
Tudor owned a ver^* valuable wharf estate on Ann street, near 
Lewis street. This family ttill hold the highest social position in 
our community. The chief legatee of Mr. Smith married Joteph 
Head, Jr., Esq., and they removed ftom this city teveral ytmn 
since. John Lucas left at his decease a very large estate, and 
made many public and private bequests. He owned a tract of land 
on Washington street, adjoining Lueas place. Mr. Tnckerman 
left several sons who were distinguished merchants. Hit estate, 
as divided in 1819, included very valuable parcels in State street, . 
etc., and especially an extensive tract of land on the west tide 
of Washington street, embracing all Dover street. The late Col. • 
Joseph May remembered when these bakers were in the haMt of 
going on horseback to Philadelphia, with specie in their valiaet, 
behind them, to make their purchases of flour, which were tent 
home b}' packets. Tfiis Journey generally occupied from two to 
Hiree tceeka^ and they had notts up in €hurch asking for Divine pro^ • 

tection from its perUe. 

Sliade of Molly Saunders, I invoke thee 1 There have doabtlett 
been fairer faces and more graceful forms than thine, but thy gin* 
gerbread was matchless. Thou hast infused new vigor into the 
elastic step of the 3'outhful dancer. The statesman, wearied with 
the cares of oflSce, and the politician, burdened with the aflairt of 
the Commonwealth, have found relief and tolace from thy minit* 
trations. I have shaken hands with President Munroe, and even 
with President Pierce, but what were those glorious momenta com* 
pared with one cake of th}* ^^ buttered gingerbread — price three 
cents ! " Thy praises have been on the lipt of beauty, of yoath, 
manhood, and age, fifty, aye, seventy years ago, as they are now 
upon mine. Thy name and fame have become* ^historical,** and haTt 
reached from the viUnge of Salem to the meiropoWa oC yew £09* 
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land. Sadi is tlie fitting reward of tme ^tmiu9 mnd m Bfe devoted 
to the aeerad caoae of homanitj ! MUmiei^9 make weie cxodlentt 
and Kdi^ wheo be tries, can do a thing or two, b«l thoa haat ever 
been vaaf^proaehable 1 Vainly do my aged beait aMl jMlali worn 
yearii Ibr thee and thj delicioaa handiwork I Tel will thoa Ibrevar 
remain associated with tlie nx>st tender and dierished recojfcctions 
of nj ^ildhood ! Verilj* thoa wast a qoeen among the bakers of 
olden timsl GuEanga. 

P. S. Doii*l joa think, Mr. Editor, that the Salem piqpen will 
iqpabUdi this obitoaiy notice office lole Jfiat ^Saanifrsf 



OLD ROFEWALKS. 
July 31. 2855. 

Mb. EmroK: — I fear that my subject will oblige me to ** qnn m 
long yam.* The first rope-maker in Boston was Joha Harrison, 
A.D. 1€42. ilis exact whereabonts is not specified by Drake, 
hot can be very definitely fixed. His ropewalk, or ^lopefidd,** 
ten feet ten indies wide, is now covered by Pttrdmse sliect, begin- 
ning at the foot of Summer street. Thus the range of lot on 
Hq^ street need to extend to the water, separated, howcffer . Into 
two parts by ** Harrison's ropewalk "* or ** ropefidd,"* or more 
reeently by Ftarchase street. [See Soflblk, Lib. &, IbL 99 ; lib. 
IS, foL250] In 1756 it became theproperty of the town, and was 
appropriated as a highway. 

Harrison owned a large tract of land of at least 940 feet m ex* 
tent on High street, measuring westerly fkom Atkin«Mi street, and 
indndl^g all Prentice's wharf, and part of Russia whaif; the inrin- 
dpal part of which land was divided among his diildren In 1685. 
Fkrckam street is thus rightly named, as it was in part, at least, 
jNifvftased. Drake's History mentions that Harrlsoa, In 1663, 
appealed to the Selectmen not to license a rival rope-nnker, John 
Hcjman, and remarks, that ** at the last aeoonnta It waa In the 
haada of the Sdectmea.* 

TIds notice of the Jlnt rope*maker in Boston brings bad^ to my 
affectionate remembrance the Uui one, recently deceas ed. Aaso- 
ciated Ibr aeveral yean with the late Isaac P. DaxkKSfli % ^anatei^ 



"Gleaker" Articles. 3S 

' one of our literary instllutions, I ever found bim to be > man 
' ciillivatcil intellect, courteous manners, and the rnont genial 
niliicsa of heart. Habitually possessing almost unequalled 
lonlcilgc of passing events, and great vivacity in narrating and 
•mmcntiiig on tliim, he «a« a universal favorite in society. With 
m the " rope-maker " was merged in the " gentleman." Oaring 
c tno centuries since our city ivas founded, that occupation hat 
irtainly never bad a more popular living representative, nor one 
liose death — though at quite an advanced age — has been mor« 
mcrally and sincerely regretted. 

The estates on llie nest side of Pearl street, about ISO f^et 
;ep, are made up of seven ropc-ivslks, or strips of land. Of these 
le tno inner ones are held under Atkintort, and the others under 
ru(c/ii'n«on. Thus the most west one, 20 feet by 744 feet, waa 
inveycd by Theodore Atkinson and others to Edtrard Gray, in 
712 (L. 26, r. 127), and became the property of John and Rich- 
rd Co<lman, 1793. The nest lot, 20 feet by about 740 feet, was 
}ld by the snmc grantors in 1712 to William Tilley (L. 26, f. 
iG), and became vested in Mr. Davis in 1794. All the remain- 
ig lols are p.irt of the 1} acres onned in 16C8 by Eliakim Hutoh- 
isou. Tlic Commonwealth, having confiscated the estates of 
ioveruor Hutchinson, conveyed part to JelTrj' Iticherdsoa in 179S 
L. 176, f. 8) ; part to Samuel Emmons, Jr., and Victor Blair, 
782 (L. 174, f. 183); part to Rev. Samuel Parker, D.D., 1796 
L. 181, f. 145) : part to Eilwatd C. Howe, 1782 (L. 156, f. 2t), 
nd the residue to William and Archibald McNiell 1782 (L. 134, 
.27). 

The old name of Pearl street was Hvtchinaon street, which wai 
endercd odious to our rebel ancestors by Governor Ilutohinson. 
'hese rope-walks were burnt July, 1794, and the titles were all 
onvcj ed to Rev. Samuel Parker in 1796, under deeds from whom 
he present estates are held. Two acres, occupying all the west 
ide of Pearl street, seems to be a snug little investment for k 
lergyman ; but, unfortunately, he officiated in this matter not as & 
•Toprietor but as a iAtre c/iannel of conveyance, a " cat's-paw " tat 
ITccting a division of the estate*. 

Drake mentions the burning of seven rope-walks at one time, 
vhich he says were " in the vicinity of Atkinson street." He 
night have mentioned more definitely that they occupied the whole 
vest side of Pearl street from llilk to High street. If tbey did 
lot bound on Atkinson street, however, tLe; bwrpf it, 

GLSmEB. 
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OLD ROPE-WALKS. 
An^wi I, 1855. 

The plan recorded in 1726 (L. 40, f. 9), with the division of the 
11 acres of land of the Leverett heirs, by Levcrett street, shows a 
ropt'tealk then existing there which must have ranged across the 
lands afterwards known as the Poor House, or Alms House, estate 
at the point. It was held under a lease, and has not, therefore, 
left a durable trace among the conve^'ances on record. And jet 
it is probable that it is, from the visible fact that one Barton was 
making ropes there, that that whole point of land acquired and 
kept for a omturj the name of Barton^s point. This name. appears 
on Bonner's plan in 1722 ; and the Barton Point Association pur- 
chased all the city lands at the bottom of Leverett street in 1824. 
A similar instance is found in the old name of East Boston, which 
was Noddlf^s Island^ though never owned by any ^* Noddle.** 

That island was owned by Samuel Maverick, whose feastings, 
failings, and fines have been so amusingly shown up by L. M. 
Sargent, Esq. His name is piously commemorated hy the ^* JKTav- 
Hck Church/' 

Rev. James Allen, as we have previously stated, owned a large 
pasture south of Cambridge street. It was bought before 1700 in 
several lots, containing in all 18 acres. By his deed of settlement, 
1706, and his will in 1711 pursuant thereto, the southerly 7 acres 
became vested in his daughter Mar}% wife of John Wheelwright. 
Both died, — the husband in 1760. He undertakes to give to his 
son Jeremiah the piece of land '* which came to me by his mother.** 
Tlie son, however, really took as heir to the mother. 

Jeremiah Wheelwright sold off to Enoch Brown 1| acres (Snf., 
L. 132, f. 120) (which subsequently became vested in the Mt. 
Vernon proprietors, and included lands on Pinckncy st.), etc. 
He, in 1788, conve^'ed to Jonathan L. and Benjamin Austin a 
rope- walk lot, 24 feet by 900 feet (L. 170, f. 42). Jeremiah Wheel- 
wright died in 1784, and his devisees conveyed to Joseph Games 
another adjoining rope- walk, 20 feet by 900 feet (L. 189, f. 64), and 
to George and Peter Cade a third acUoiQin^ io\^-HY«]ik VokVl^l. 
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[L. 173, f. 20.) This also was 900 feet long, and it was 24 feet 
mde for 540 feet, and 12 feet wide for the residue. 

These three rope-walks of Austin^ Ckimes^ and Cade, were all 
>ought in 1805 by Messrs. Asa or Samuel IIammond« Samuel ^ 

>wett, and Ebenezer Farley, who laid out the same into house- 
ots fronting north on Myrtle street, and extending back to the 
-ear of the Pinckney-street lots, all of which bound north on Cade*s 
rope-walk for the whole extent of 900 feet. 

Mr. James Allen had a farm of twenty acres north of Cambridge 
street and embracing Poplar street. . On the south side of this 
atter street a range of three rope-walks was placed, fronting on 
Dhambcrs street. Thus in Suffolk, L. 43, f. 159, is a plan of all 
:he Allen-street lots, 1729, the north line being on John AU€n*M land 
}r rope-walk. Thus, one 25 feet wide was conveyed by Allen to his 
son Jeremiah, 1752, who, in 1757, conveyed to John Erving; sub* 
sequently ^* Tyler & Caswell's " rope-walk. The middle one, 25 I 

feet wide, is traced through Wells, Winthrop, to Joseph Head, ^ 

1805^ The north one is traced through Gardner, 1787, to Joseph 
Runncll, 1785. The two south rope- walks were each 25 feet wide; 
the north one, 30 feet wide. 

All these rope-walks becoming the property of Samuel Brown 
Bind William Paque, were, in 1807, laid out into a range of house- 
lots, occupying the whole south side of Poplar street from Cham- 
bers street to the sea. 

It is remarkable how extensively the initial letter P figures in [ 

regard to the location of these old rope-walks. Purchase street, « [ 

Pearl street, Pinckney street. Poplar street, and the Point on 
(rhich the Poor House was built ; and I certainly consider that the * | 

most provoking, perplexing, and protracted professional job which i 

I ever had to undertake in my profession was that in which I \ 

found that, in order to get at the title of one house^ot^ I was 
obliged to investigate fVom three to seven rope-waXkM. At this day, 
such an examination would be preposterous, because of no practi- 
cal importance. 

After the Pearl-street rope-walks were burnt, the town sold off a 
range of rope-walks at the bottom of the Common, which were the 
last that remained standing within the limits of the city proper. 
They were west of Charles street, fronting towards the Ptovidenoe- 
depot lot, and their rear line being towards the Mildam. Bestrio- 
tions were imposed which secured to the public light, air, and 
rospect over these low buildings. In the mayoftllty of Frealdeat 
incj- ibejr were ail j^pim^hased by the dtj, it \MAim t^ tKvooASut 
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project of hit to improve the premises io that vicinity by buildings. 
Generally succeeding in all his enteri)rises, this repurchase has 
been one of the most euccessful of his municipal undertalcings, in 
consequence of the total failure of the specijic project which alone 
led him to extinguish these rope-wallc titles, since the cit}* has thus 
gained the exclusive control of its bcautifhl Public Garden. Thie 
pleasure ground we owe equally to his having done what he did^ and 
to his having been prevented from doing what he ijUended, The 
first was an arduous enterprise, which only his energy could have 
accomplbhed. The last was rendered almost an impossibility by 
that very energy honestly exerted in a wrong direction.* 

Gleaner. 



* [Bj Ml otrwBight th« •ditorial note oa p. 30 wu nelUier nmiibered nor •Ignod W.] 
Th« matter of th« proprietj of buUdiog oa th« Pablto Garden waf long eonteated. The 
land waf origlnallj a ttrip of flati. In whieh rose Fox IIUl a* an bland. 

Angv«t 12, 1794, In a town-meeting, the qvettion was eoniidered of allowing the 
owners of the rope-walkt deitrojed bj a Are on Pearl street to rebaUd on the marsh. 

In September the report of a Mmmittee was aooepted, granting these rope-maken 
the marsh and flats, Inelading the whole or sneh part of Fox Uill as fell within the 



This grant, which was made in eonstderaUon of not bvilding on Pearl street, was for 
a strip of land SOO feet wide and In length, extending from a line drawn parallel with 
Beseoa street, and 500 feet from that street. The npper or eastern line was to run from 
the westerl J end of Ridge HUl (being 500 feet from Beacon street), '* directlj towards 
Eliot street as far as the town's land extends on the west side of Pleasant street," leav- 
ing a " space of fiftj feet between this line and the end of the rail fence projecting down 
from the bnrjing-groond on the south side of the Common." The grantees might rtaj 
the lines bj relinqnlshing fiftj feet oa the east line and taking fiftj feet instead on tho 
west side; or thej might extend across the marsh diagonallj, prorided thej did not 
eome nearer than fiftj feet to the end of the bnrjing-gronnd fence, nor crom the line par- 
allel with, and 500 feet from, Beaeoa street 

The town reserred " sixtj feet in width across the sovtherl j end of said pleoe of 
land for a road from Pleasant street down to the channel.* 

The selectmen " were also anthorised to laj ont a road sixtj feet wide from Pleasant 
itreM along the easterlj side of these lands oTcr the marsh towards Beacon street. In 
order to meet a road thai might he opened from West Boston bridge. 

Thns Charles street was established, and Bojiston-strcet continuation was projected. 

The rope-walk lots were six In number, each fiftj feet wide, and when bought back, 
la 1824, the first three lots measured 1,006 feet on Charles street, 1,138 feet on the west 
side. Lots 4, 6, and 6, measured 1,138 feet each. 

In 1806 the rope-walks were burned and rebuilt. In 1824 the citj bought back all 
these rights. Oa the 26th Jnlj and 27th December of that jear tho town voted on the 
fellewlBg %«estioBi: — 

1. Oa aathorixlng the Clt j Council to sell the upland and flats west of Charles street. 
Rejeetei, 1,027 to S4S. 

S. In ease the sale was authorised, whether the Commoa shoald be forcTer kept opea. 
IgiMdto; 1,111 fiir, aad 737 agalail. 
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JAMES ALLEN'S SIXTEEN-ACRE PAStDRE. 



u 



Auguai S, I8S5. t 

Mr. Editor: — After our late swimyirt landed on Zachariali 
Fhillips' pasture, at the end of the south aide of Cambridge street, 
and have seen that the earliest deed in 1658 bounds on Brown and 
on Samuel Cole, afterwards land of James Allen. Accordingly 
we find that James Brown, Jojner, conveyed to Josiah Cobham in 
1666 (Suf., L. 5, f. 84) two acres, more or less, bounded south on 
Brattle, east on John Biggs, west on Phillips, north on the beach 
or river. [The water then extended up some distance east of the 
present end of Cambridge street.] 

Josiah, the son of this grantee, was dead in 1691 ; and Josiah, 
Sd, his grandson, in 1697, sells to James Allen (Suf., L. 18, f. 21) 
two acres of land on west side of Boston, late in the tenure of my 
grandfather, Josiah Cobham, bounded south on land now or late 
of Thomas Brattle, Sen'r., east on John Biggs, now said Allen's, 
west on late Zachariah Phillips, and by the beach and river mwth* 
erly. [Cambridge street did not yet exist.] 

In tracing the title of the Allen fkrm on the north side of Cam* 
bridge street, we found a grant to John Biggs, in 1641, of 1^ acres \ 

of marsh /or 40 thiUings {rather a low price for all the land from 
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S. Whether a •etaement thoold be made with the Beetoa mS Rozbaij MiU O*. ) 

Rejected, 1,404 to 410. 

4. Whether the nplandi and Satt ihoald be fold lonth of a line from a point oa Cbarlea 
•treet, oppoiite the lonth-weft oomer of the Cooiiiiob (1»350 feet from Beaeoa etraet), 
running at an angle of 85^ with Charlei street, to the bonndf of the eitj Sate; p r e e td e d , ^ 
that the Common, and all the vpland and Sate Ijing west therefrom, ihonld be kept tor* - ) 
erer free from hnildingi. This waf rejeeted, 1,404 to 4S0. 

5. Whether the Citj Conneil ihonld be avthoriied to laj out anj part of the laada 
and flats, lying west from the Common, for a eemeterj. Rijeeted, 1,02 to 170. 

In 1843 the question of selling the land was revived, and a pamphlet waa printed 
giving the opinions of Jeremiah Mason and Franklin Dexter, to the eflbet that tba 
ropo-walk lots were part of the Common, and as sadi eonld not be sold. Mr. Bowditak 
signed a similar opinion about the land north of the Provtdenee depot. See, alae^ a 
pamphlet entitled "The Pnhlie Right! in Boston Common. Being thoRoport of a 
Committee of Citiieni. BoetOBy 1877.** • • 
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the water to within 70 feet of North RueeeU Ureet)^ which held oat 
two acres. He also acquired 4 acres of upland adjoining, and his 
inventory, in 1666, mentions ** 4 acres of upland and 1^ acres of 
marsh, £120. I do not find the grant to him of these four acres, 
though in 1644 he had liberty to fence in his marsh, and *' if any 
quantity fell within the said fence above his proportion, he is to 
allow the town for it.** Perhaps, therefore, he fenced in these 4 
acres at the $ame price. He devised to his widow Mary, who 
married a Minot, and died, as we have seen, devising to her 
father and brother, John Dasset, Sen. and Jr., who sell to said 
Allen 1696 (Suf., L. 17, f. 237), a piece of land containing 6 
acres, more or less, bounded with said James, north (i.e., his 
land on the north side of Cambridge street, acquired under James 
Penn), south and east on Nathaniel Oliver, west on Josiah Cob- 
ban. Of thi$ purchaee^ 4 acree only come iOtUh of Cambridge 
etreet* 

Samud Coie^ alter the sale in 1658 of Zechariah Phillips' past- 
ure, retained a tract which he seems to have sold to Thomas 
Brattle, but the deed is not recorded. In the inventory of Cole's 
estate (Prob. Rec., L. 5, f. 37) is this item : ** A bill due fh>m BIr. 
Brattle, £20." This I ^tiess was the purchase-money of this land. 
Brattle died in 1683, leaving seven children, and in 1684 (Suff., 
L. 13, f. 96) there was set off to his three sons-in-law, Nathaniel 
Oliver, John Ayre,' and Joseph Parson, in right of their wives, 
*' all that pasture-land Ij'ing in Boston near unto Centry hill.** A 
subdivision took place in 1 685, by indenture (Suff., L. 13, f. 880 ; L« 
16, f. 64), by which this pasture is assigned to Mrs. Oliver. Na- 
thaniel Oliver and Elizabeth, his wife, conveyed to James Allen by 
warranty deed dated June 6, 1698 (Suff., L. 18, f. 180), «' eight 
acres, etc., bounded north on the highway and on land late of John 
Dassett ; east on Davy and on Mrs. Swett, late Thomas Butolph ; 
south on the late Francis East and N. Williams ; west on land late 
of Leverett, and on land late of said Dassett." [East and Wil- 
liams owned the Copley lot on Beacon street; Leverett owned 
Phillips' pasture.] 

Zatkeue Boeworth had lands in the Book of Possessions. As 
early as 1648 he owned 5 acres in the vicinity (see mortgage, 
Suff., L. 1, f. 92), and he died seized, devising the same to his son 
Samuel, in 1655. He sold off to Richard Cook the easterly 2^ 
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acres, 1665 (Suff., L. 4, f. 820) ; and bj deed not reoofded, but ex- 
pressly referred to« he coovejod the westerly S| acres to Humpbrej 
Davie (not the distinguished philosopher). Davie mortgaged, bk 
1683 (Suff.,L. 18, f. 72), to secure a marriage settkmentOD his wife« 
this tract called 4 acres, more or less, but which (subsequently 
shrinks again to its true proportions), and^the mortgage being fore- 
closed, his widow conveyed to John Davie ; and John Davie and 
Elizabeth, his wife, conveyed to James Allen, by warranty deed, [ 

May 11, 1699 (Suff., L. 19, f. 858), '^Jbaui two and an ha^faerf | 

of pasture, enclosed, bounded west on the late Samuel Coiole (Cole), | 

now said Allen's ; east on Richard Cook, since Elisha Cook ; north 
on land in the tenure and occupation of Joseph Bellknap, Jr., and 
on land of said James, heretofore Thomas Butolph; south on 
Thomas Miller, now Samuel Sewall, with an highway as heretofore \ 

used.** 

Now, these purchases of 2, 4, 8, and 2^ acres, make up together 
sixteen and an Jialfacre»t andctnutUuUAUenU one eontinuauB poM* 
fire, on the south side of CkimJbnridge street next east of Zechariak 
Phillips* pa^ure. Glsaku^ 






JEREMIAH ALLEN'S PASTURE. 

ft 

August St 1S5S. 

Mr. Editor : — We have shown that Rev. James Allen acquired, 
by four purchases, 16 j acres on the south side of Cambridge street. \. 

By his deed of settlement in 1706, and his devise in accordance 
with it (1711), he vested in his daughter, Mrs. Wheelwright (as 
we have stated), the southerly seven acres; the whole of which 
(except the part thereof covered by three rope-walks on Mjrrtle 
street) gets united in the Mount Vernon proprietors ; the easterly 
portion by the deed of the children of Enoch Brown, in 1797, 
(Suffolk, L. 186, f. 282), and the residue or westerly portion by 
direct deed of the devisees of Jeremiah Wheelwright, son and heir 
of Mrs. Wheelwright, in 1795 (L. 180, f. 191). The easterly line 
of the Brown purchase is 77 feet west of Belknap street. 

The northerly tract, containing about ten acres^ by the same deed 

of settlement and devise (1706-1711), was vested by James 

A/Un In hia son, Jeremiah Alien. He, about 1125^ laid oat the 



t 



40 CiTT Document No. 109. 

same into 87 lots, containing, generallj, 4,000 feet each. Throagli 
the centre of the pasture he opened Cenirt street, and, at intervals 
of 200 feet on each side otlier streets, called respectively Grove street 
and Garden street, — names doubtless then significant of the rural 
beauty of the spot. He also laid out, at intervals of 240 feet, two 
cross streets, parallel to Cambridge street, viz., Southack street and 
Jfay street. These two last streets are continued west into Zach* 
ariah Phillips* pasture, which was divided into lots at the same 
time; the two plans being evidently made to conform to eadi 
other. Neither of them were recorded. A large proportion of 
the lots of Mr. Allen remained unoccupied and unimproved by his 
grantees for very many years. 

This pasture begins on Cambridge street, 110 feet west of Grove 
street, and extends to land late of Buttolph, (now Buttolph street). 
It measures in front 550 feet on Cambridge street, and is in depth 
648 feet, to the ancient rope-walk, the side lines slightly conveig- 
ing. At a later day Mj-rtle street has been extended across the 
extreme south lots of this pasture ; so that it is now enclosed by 
four very definite boundaries, viz., Cambridge street, Buttolph 
street. Myrtle street, and the east line of Zachariah Phillips* 
pasture. 

This territory has been the theatre of very queer conveyancing. 
One Thomas G. Urann, in 1804, made warranty deeds at pleasure, 
for very trifiing considerations, of certain portions of it which he 
found lying unenclosed and unclaimed. Some of his grantees hold 
to this day. He was at last deterred by threats of indictment (torn 
the further pursuit of this systematic project of land tbclt. In 
one single volume of Suffolk deeds [Lib. 211] will be found no 
less than forty-eight conveyances /rom him. A deed to him would 
be a rarity. I was some years since amused at one of his heirs-at- 
law calling upon me under the idea that he was entitled to some 
lands in this locality which his ancestors had left unconveyed. I 
told him that the only inheritance left by Mr. Urann was a minus 
quantity, viz., the obligaiUm to make reeiitMtion to the true owmete 
oflande which he had himeelf wrongJuUy appropriated* 

About a century after the death of Rev. James Allen (1802), 
and although he did not die owner of ihie pasture^ having disposed 
of it by deed in his lifetime, a decree of the Probate Court was 
obtained, a$ if he had been owner ai hie deaths and as if his estate 
had been still in a course of settlement. By this decree an assign* 
ment was made of **his estate in Cambridge and Buttolph streets, 
valued at two hundred dollaxS)'* to ovMt ^ \&ai ^«lKKQ^aND^x^\ 
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Lllcn, he paying to the other kein their proportion, and by him . 

conveyance of the fictitioat Utlo thus commenced was forthwith 
lade for $500. This legal Jint99t effected for many lots of this 
asture what bad been accomplished as to other lots, in a mors 
lan/y, may I not say a more KomoraJtUt mode, by Mr. Urann. 

The late Mr. Otis possessed a lot, 70 by 100 feet, at the corner 
f May and Centre streets. He obtained a deed from the troe 
wuer of the corner lot, 40 by 100 feet, which bounded east on a 
>t belonging to the late Henderson Inches. Now, Mr. Inches, ^ ] 

rho bought in 1766, had accidentally mislooated his land 80 fe^ 
00 far to the east, and his' heirs, finding that they had all the deed 
;ave to their ancestor, told Mr. Otis that if thejr ever lost the 80 
[^et which had been accidentally enclosed, they should take tUs 80 
set adjoining his lot, but otherwise not. Mr. Otis accordingly kept 
t as his own, and sold four house-lots, each 28 by 70 feet, jo fftot 
ifl the yards and out-huildlngM were upon tkie diepuied UrtUoty. 
Ifter many years, the Inches' heirs were sued and lost their 80 
ecu They then sued Mr. Otis* grantees, who were placed in a 
rery embarrassing situation, being certain of losii^ all the needfU [ 

ippcndagcs to their tenements. The suits were decided in favor 
»f the demandants, and Mr. Otis, paying the sum awarded by ref* 
irecs mutually chosen, the titles of his grantees were confirmed 
L.D. 1838. 

The moral and legal character of this dis^ct was for a long 
ime equall3' bad. The HiU was the Jive poinie of Boston. It was, 
iowcver, purged by the oflQcial broom of President Qnincy , and its 
Uks and its reputation have become mudi improved by time. 
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BUTTOLPH'S EIGHT-ACRE PASTURE. i 

Auguii St 2855. 

Mr. EnrroR : — Leaving Mr. Jeremiah Allen's pasture, with its 
ancient *^ gardens ** and '* groves ^ sadly desecrated by civilization, 
we proceed easterly, and reach Thomas Buttolph's S^acre pasture. 
In the Book of Possessions, p. 57, ** William Hudson, Sen*, a lot 
in ye new field, containing about fyve aeres^ bounded with Richard 
:^c^Jte on the east, Mr. Thomas Clarke west, sould to BIr. Bu^ 
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tolph p. 42.** And, accordingly, in p. 42 we find ^* Wm. Hud8on« 
Sen., granted to ThomaB Buttolph fyve aerti of land in the new 
field, bounded with Richard Cooke east, Jaincs Johnson west, Wm. 
Wilson south, — Davis apothecary, north, and this was by a deed 
dated 26, 4, 1646, acknowledged same day before Mr. Winthrop, 
Governor." James Johnson's |x>ssession is described as ** about 
an acrej bounded with John Biggs (our old friend) north, Francis 
Llo3*le >* west, Zach. Bosworth south, Thomas Clarice east.** John- 
son seems to have acquired also Lloyle's and Clarke's lots. Thus 
we find that James Johnson conveyed to Thomas Buttolph by deed 
dated 14th, 6th, 1649, recorded 29th, 1 mo., 1654 (SulT., L. 2, f. 11), 
3^ acres in Gentry field, bounded on land of said Thomas east, on 
William Davis north, on Theodore Atkinson west, and Zacheus 
Bosworth south. These two purch<ue$ vested in Buttolph the 8^ 
acres. Davies owned the Chambers pasture on north side of Cam- 
bridge street. 

Buttolph died in 1667, devising to two sons, John and Thomas. 
The latter died intestate, 1668, leaving a widow, Mary (who mar- 
ried Swett), and four children, Thomas, Nicholas, Mary, and 
Abigail. In 1682 John conveyed to these children his moiety. 
(Suff., L. 12, f. 274.) 

Thomas died. Abigail married Joseph Belknap, Jr. Mary 
married one Thaxter, and after his death, Robert Guttridge. In 
1701 these heirs divided the whole pasture (Sutf., L. 28, f. 119), each 
having a lot of 2} acres; the westerly part being assigned to 
Nicholas ; the middle to Mrs. Belknap, and the easterly part to 
Mrs. Thaxter, or Guttridge. This pasture extended from Buttolph 
street to Hancock street, being about 430 feet in average width, 
and in depth back it measured about 625 feet to Myrtle street. In 
1734, by indenture between the Belknap heirs and Mrs. Guttridge, 
Belknap street was laid out (Sutf., L. 49, f. 98). On the west side of 
Mrs. Belknap's lot was a rope-walk, 24 feet wide, which Nathaniel 
Belknap sold to Thomas Jenner in 1733 (L. 48, f. 179) ; sold in 1771 
to Edward Games. It is a straggling rope-walk, which should have 
shown itself in my article on ^' Old Rope-walks." South Russell street 
was laid out in 1737 (L. 54, f. 203), through the middle of Nicholas' 
lot, by his heirs, Mary, wife of John Phillips, and Abigail, wife of 

**Th« Book of POOTMtloni bM boon printed for tko eitj in tho Moond toIobo of 
thoM roporti. Jaaot Johnaon's poMOMiom nro on p. 10 of ibo orifinnl (p. 174 of tibo 
printod oopj). Tho nnao wbleh Ifr. Bowditoh rooda m Fnnoii Llojlo, ii bj mo 
docipborod M Fnnois LojmlL On p. S97 of Ibo printed oopj bo itandt •■ fknaote 
I^te; nnd Bataqm rtooidi bim •■ LjtXi, Igrdft l^^t 1<^U or LojaL W« 
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Knight Levcrett, or raiker Ijf iheir huaband$. It was probably ao ^ 

named because it led in a southerly direction from Chambers^ or 
JtussdTt pasture, or opposite to North Rassell street. 

B'dUAph street was laid oat along or across the extreme westeilj 
line of this estate, and its easterly boondaij indudes the hooses on \ 
the west side of Hancodc street. The westerly portion of this \ 
pasture, like that of Jeremiah Allen, became gradually occupied by 
our '* colored brethren.** Thus a lot, no less than 88| feet wide by 
117 feet deep, on the westerly side of Belknap street, bought by 
Ebenezer Storer in 1737, was conveyed by his executors to 
** Scipio.** He is not styled in the deed ** Afiricanus,** but was no 
doubt lawfully entitled to that additional appellation. The deeds 
of this area show how exclusively the great names of antiquity are 
borne by this class of our fellow-citizens. Cato, Caesar, Pompey, 
Scipio, hero figure on an humbler stage than of old, in company 
with *^Cuff BufRim,** etc. And among the *« Dinahs,** and 
*' Philliscs," occur other female names, whidi though derived from 
bright colors^ really indicate, at Jlrd ftZnt^, the dark skin of the 
parties, viz., Olive, Violet, Rose, etc Our city fathers, not being r 
of opinion that ** a rose by any other name will smell as sweet,** [, 
have recently merged BeUcnap street into the less offensive name [' 
of Joy street. Buttolph street has not been disturbed, except that f 
with the usual oflScial brevity*, it has, like Elliot street, been cai(> ^ I 
tailed of one letter,^^ and now figures as Butolph street. Hanoodc ; 
street (so named lh>m King John^ having before been named ^ 
Oeorge street for King Oeorge) has always been occupied by whiU r 
inhabitants, being the genUd end of Buttolph*s pasture. 
Gleakek. 

uMr. Bowdiieh It, perhapt, OT«r-«ritieftl ia rwpMl to Eliot ftrtet. Thmi itrott wm 
Uid oat Id 1740 throosh Un<b boloafiaf to tbo dottoaduitf of Jaoob BUot, who wm 
ODO of the brother! of Rot. John Eliot, the "apottio to tho ladimai.'' Tbif fiuallj la 
aU ill branehet hai tlwajt uaed the form " Eliot*; Irat tho Eeaez ^aaty BUIoti or 
Ellloiti, to which belonged tho Boitoa misSitorf and our Major Eliot» haro Tarled tho 
fpelling at timet. 

I annez an abstraot of tho Indentaro lajins ont EUot itreoti and alao that pari of ov 

Tremont street whieh eroMet It. Soob alio City Doeamoat No. US, of 1S7S. •* NooMa* 

elataro of etreett : •'^ W. 

"Lib 69, fol. 63-6. — iJoBO 1740. ladontaro botwoca Bonjaoiln Eliot > ...r^. 

JohiBio* J«*»tf«»«l 

Retr. Jacob EHotof Lebanon, Windham oo. Conn.; Ifarj w. of Jona. WUlii if 

Boston, hoosewright, thoj foot being tho hoirt of Jaeob EISol^ mariaor, deo*, oa Ihs 

Aiao Joba, EdwMrd, Suntul A Jaoob (Holyokts aU), 
Mstj' Arnold, ffmaaMb BurrUl, widows, 4 Barak w. oC I«ka TO^ i to »«owK\-^^BM^ 
^ beins ibe bein of Mmrj Holjokm widow dM*— wha iraaa:^«aVflto «& ^««^ . 
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MIDDLECOTTS FOUR-ACRE PASTURE. 

AuguMi 9t 1855. 

Mr. Editor : — Our earliest deed of Scottow*8 pasture bounded 
oo Jeremiah Houchin. His executors sell In 1677 (Suff., L. 16, f. 
297) '* all that theire piece or parcel' of land, situate lying and being 
in Boston, containing by estimation four acres, be the same more or 
less, being butted and bounded on the north by the highway, east 
by Mr. Simon Lynd, south by the land of John Turner, west by 
the land of Benjamin Gibbs.** [Scottow had sold to Gibbs.] 
The grantees in this deed were Richard Middleoott and William 
Tajior. The latter died 1682, and his son and heir, of the same 
name, conveyed to said Middlecott, 1C97. (Suff., L. 17, f. 351.) 

Middlecott died 1704, and a division was made 1727 (L. 42, 
f. 175), by which a 40-feet street was laid out through the pasture, 
called Middlecott street, which name it retained many years. This 
pasture measured 310 feet, 8 on Cambridge street, and extended 
baclc on the west side 689 feet, on the east side 741 feet, and in 
the rear it measured 210 feet. The lots on the west side of Middle- 
oott street measured 130 feet on Cambridge street, and those on 
the east side 139^ feet on Cambridge street ; and at the rear end of 
the pasture the lots narrowed to 85 feet on each side of this new 
street. The street so laid out was 40 feet wide. 

Here, then, was one of the finest estates in the city, and this 

Eliot A wher«u tho other litUr A heir of Jooob E. wu Abigail Datrii who told 
hor right to bro. Bonjaaiin, now thoj detirt to mako a dirliloB 

Firtt tbej laj oat 2 itroota at aearlj right anglot, ooo to ma WN W from Oraago 
■treat— to bo called Eliot tt; tho other to ran SSW Cron Frog Lane to HoUle it, to ho 
oalled Holjoke tt: to be deteribed at foUowa. 

Eliot It. to begia 21 inchea from tho 8.E. eomer of •< Jaoob Eliot's hooea on 
Orange it. ooeapied Snt bj Paol Colllnip then bj John Clark k now bj Be^J. 
Eliot, to ran in a ttrait line WNW 906 feet till it reaohet land lately bo't bj tA John 
Eliot of Abigail Datria, widow — Tho street to he 30 ft wide. And as this 30 ft at the 
irst point will ran 7| feet on the land of Joseph Henderson, late of Samoal Baad« tha 
i«H. has sold a strip to tho tows for* itiMi. 

JJo//olr« BtnH begins at thn N.B. noraw «l Uand a H^ "UadSMnWa^tv^iVa*^ 
nut Mtwt tknugjk land ci Jokn Qon^ Msi Cht«u^ Cte VnAa^AV^^^^^A^^ "^ 
itna^ hod of Oor. Btlib«r« till U fhUs lal* H^GOa ill?* 
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ipncioua arcnue wna appropriately nnincd for one of its earlleat 

jnnerB. ITouc/ifn street would not have been quite the thing, but 

ifiddlscott atrcct irns uncsccptionnbte, — a name agreeable both to 

:ho eye and tlie enr. It hnppcnod, however, that one Bowdoin, 

lome 70 ycari ago, was placcil by his feUow-citiieni in that 

jubernatoria) ducking-stool. In which the commander-tn-cliief !■ 

tDDually eoaked while reviewing tho " Ancient and Honorable 

Artillery." It also happened that he owned an estate on Beacon 

street. His devise (bearing the same name), in 1800, opened 

Ibroiigh tills land a atrcct in continuation of Sir. Uiddlecott's, ftnd ' 

presto ! Ihe whole tlreet became BowdoiH itreet. Kotv, it cannot of 

course, be suspected that the living Mr. Boivdoin named this street 

for liimseir. The act would savof of ostentation. The selectmen, 

doubtless, thought that having accommodated Governor Hancock 

with a street, they ought in Justice to do as much for his rival. la 

itself, the change was us absurd as if a boy, having a fine kite 

with an excellent bob to it, should, because it had a ribbon or bow 

added to it, be obliged to call the whole article by the name of 

this tail-piece. 

The partiality thns evinced for governors has not yet died out, 
though now, indeed, it rarely extends to such as arc either officially 
personally defunct. But how appropriate would it be to confer the 
name of the governor for the time being, on the street in which he 
happened to live 1 The visible splendor and dignity of our highest 
ofllce would thus be greatly increased ; periodical changes in the 
pRmcs of streets would thus be brought about with even greater 
frequency, and in a less fitful and capricious manner than kt 
present. Mt. Vernon street would become Gardner street, etc. If 
such a rule should prevail, perhaps, in a few years, IFiii/ftrqp square 
would succeed as Ihe third designation of Pemberton square, whicli 
has only had two names in twenty years. If it should be thought 
that in the event Winthrop place might lead to some confusion; 
that name, conferred in honor of a dead governor, could he ex- 
changed. It is the order of nature, indeed, that the dead ahonld 
give place to the living. Besides, it is rather an equivocal com- 
pliment to name half of a court for anybody. Otis place and 
'WinUirop place could both be named for Sir William PepjiertQ, 
through nhose estate Otis place is laid ouL They could together 
be called PeppeTeli tquare. Two birds would thus be killed by one 
atone ; and then in a few }'ears the authorities could ignore the 
origin of the name, drop off the " ell," as they dii] in EUiot street, 
and the restdcnU would hail, fa the directory, (h>m Pepper sqnAre. 
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The name$ of ttreeUf however, are comparaiiTely nnimporUot, 
since we seem in a fair way to lose the reality ^ — several eireete^ as 
I learn bj the papers, being at once used tip by the MetropolUan 
Sadroad. 

Gleaner. . 

P.S. — Is it true that the major had a present of a snapping* 
turtle, weighing fort}' pounds, to put into the Frog Pond? If so, 
I wish he would snap at our cit}* functionaries for some of their 
proceedings. 6. 



, JOSHUA SCOTTOWS FOUR-ACRE PASTURE. 

Auguit 10, 185$. 

Mr. EDrroR : — At the last advices I hailed firom the west side 
of Hancock street at the easterly end of Buttolph's pasture : con* 
Unuing easterly a four-acre pasture of Joehua Soottow is next 
reached, which extends from Hancock street easterly 280 feet on 
Cambridge street, or to a point 52j feet east of Temple street, 
and is in depth back, towards summit of Beacon Hill, 6G0 feet, or 
Just beyond the line of Deme street. This estate was probably 
sold b}* Thomas Scottow to his brother Joshua, 27, 4, 1648. A 
mortgage b}* Joshua, discharged in 1665, mentions such a deed. 
Joshua Scottow conveyed to his son-in-law, Benjamin Gibbs, Jan. 
10, 1670 (Suffolk, L. 7, f. 168). Colonel Benjamin Gibbs and 
Lydia, his wife, mortgaged the same to our oldfriendy Rev. Jaines 
Allen, for £150, 1671 (Suffolk, L. 7, f. 192), who assigned it to 
Richard Wharton, by whom the mortgage was foreclosed, 1680 
(L. 12, f. 329). Richard Wharton died 1691, and his administra- 
tor conve3*ed to Stephen Minot the south-west moiety, or two acres, 
Nov. 24, 1697 (L. 18, f. 18), and to Isaiah Tay the north-easterly 
moiety, or two acres, Nov. 23, 1697 (L. 18, f. 17). The whole 
pasture is thus described : '* A pasture on the north-west side of 
Beacon Hill, containing about four acres, bounded north-east on 
the late Jeremiah Houchin, now Richard Middlecott's, south-east 
on the late John Turner and Richard Cook, south-west on late 
BuUde (i.e., Buttolph*s pastnie), and iiiOii!ti^iitsX^SGL^QGi^\»aai^^ 
iagtotbe pastures,** (U., Cambrt&cs ^lx«i0L^ ^ 
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And here another ** rc^pe- walk "* tarns np, and €••• too, of qnlti 
respectable tixe, vix.« 44 feet € inches on Cambridge street, bj MS 
feet deep. It was sold off bj Minot in 1 781 to S a nwis l WmUb (Saff., 
L. 46, f. 1 70) fW>m the easterly side of his alloliMBi. WdUk^B httm 
sold off to Joseph Ridgway in 1768 (Suff., 11S« f. 10ft.) Now, tho 
volumes 112 and 114 have been missing ftoni. tho Bq^stiy of 
Deeds, ever rince the Revolution ; a most oonvenieni citoomstaaoo 
for conve3*ancers, as it allows ns to suppose all missing deeds to 
have been there recorded, an hypothesis which, of ooone, enmsdl 
be possibly disproved. I myself caused this deed to be lo* 
recorded in 1884 (L. 888, f. 20). It embraced all ezeqii a 80- 
feet lot at the south end, being 44 feet by 68ft Ibel ft faelws. Across 
the west part of the old rope- walk was laid out a lass 10 feet wide, 
now well-known as Ridgwtt/M lane. This rope-walk, and Jenaer^a 
rope-walk, which we found in Buttolph*s pasture, added to tlwos bj 
Pearl, Pinckney, and Poplar streets, make togellwr 14 ropewaOtM 
in Boston^ which were probMy ** epinning^'* aV at oaes, far m 
period ofai leciM eixtg years. 

Mr. Minot had retained almost all the lots on the east side of 
Hancock street, being throughout about 91 Ibet deqi, to tUa old 
rope-walk on Ridgeway's lane. He died in 1782, and a great ^ 
vision was made in 1788 among his heirs ; John Ifinot taUng the 
north lot, of the moderate size of 217 feet on Haaeodc street; 
George took the nest lot .of 159 feet wide ; Christoplier contented 
himself with only the next 85 feet on Hancock street; while Peter 
brought up the rear with the south lot of 159 IbeL All tids long 
range of lots finally became vested in Jonathan L. and Benjamin 
Austin, fVom whom the modem titles of all the east side of Han- 
cock street, north of Deme street, are derived ; and tUa street 
should, I think, have been named for SeoUow^ Ifleaton, JtfiaDC, or 
Austin. 

Mr. Isaiah Tay died, seized of his two-acre pastme, in 1780, and^ 
devised the same to his wife ; but the poor man Ibigetting to add 
the word '* heirs" {j[>robal>ljf from not employing on attorney), the 
poor woman lost her pastures, and it went to collateral hdrs of her 
husband. In 1787 partition deeds were made (L. 54, f. 285; L. 
55, f. 80) by which a 80-feet street was laid out ^Breedy throi^ 
the centre of the pasture, leaving on each side lots ft2| feet deep. 
This street is now Temple street. About half of the land on the 
east side of this street (say 880 feet deep firom Cambridge street) 
wjis suhseqaeDtlf bought by Joseph Coolidge, £sq«, and formed . 
part of the garden oflna noble manslon-booaa eilsAa^iiViifSh^iS^aaX 
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has forever ditappcared. Having now got into some of tlie best 
society in Boston, I like m}* quarters so well that I tUiik I shall 
sUjig and pass the night. I majf perhaps, hereafter advise yoa of 
my fhrther Journey to the ecuiuxgrd. 

Glbjlkkr. 

P.S. — As the city fathers eagerly listen to all proposals for 
changing the names of streets, I beg leave to ask that Temple 
street should be changed to Toy street. A temple is a heathen 
building, which only b}' poetic license is applied to m Christian 
church. The present name was given to this street before it had 
any church in it — or as a mere matter of taste and fancy .1* Now, as 
the law prevented Mr. Taj* from ieparaiing Mm eafate from ki$ 
familjf and name^ U ought^ at leasts not to separaie kU name from 
ffte estofe. Tay is a word so short that it will not probably be 
thought necessary (as in so many other cases) to strike out a 
letter. Though if that should be thought desirable, the y might of 
course be omitted. The word itself is extremely mn^cal. It occurs 
in the poet's lay, and rhymes can easily be found for it through all 
the letters of the alphabet. The only objection that occurs to me 
is, that to our Hibernian fellow-citizens it may suggest merely a 
well-known beverage^ instead of the ancient Ugal morfjfr, whose 
fate I wish thus to commemorate. 6. 



BULFINCH'S FOUR-ACRE PASTURE. 

Avgugt Ih 1B55. 

Mb. Editor : — Tou will remember that I was last in Middle- 
cott or Bowdoin street, having entered Mr. Coolidge's garden ftt>m 
Temple street. He purchased the northerly lots on the west side 

**6«relj Mr. Bowditoh mait bare forgotten that Got. Bowdoteni d»«glitier marriai 
Sir JolmTmnpla, bait., wboM dangbtar married Lt-OoT. Tbomaa Lhidall Wiotbrapt. 
Tanpla was a fiottoaian bj adoption at leait, bie fatber and fi a ndtbth a r baving lived 
nt tbe Tea BUli Fam, and was one of oar moat noted eitiaeaa. Pa a bllei tbit was tba 
traa Mareeef tbe name of tbe itreel. In tbit eonneetloa I miu add Um wiib tbat Ifr. 
Bowditab bad Utred to proteet agaiatt tbe ebaage of tbe aaaM ef •• Uadall atraat,* 
wbiflb oemaworaUd a lamoai family b«f%, ta Oka ^wwiaVi%iaA^Aawi«Si^x^6aa^^ 
^EMtktmgB fia/o^" la 187S. For lift ycm Ui4^'% Vum «i fiOMik^mA^ 
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r Bowdoin street, 1791, 1795, and 1825, which gave his estate a 
»tal lh>nt on that street of 8C8 feet 8 inches. This hoose and gai^ 
en was altogether one of the most beautlAil residences whidi haTe 
cisted in our city within mj memory. It was laid oat into lots 
1 1884, and no less than 28 dwellings were erected on it; while a 
irge parcel of nearly 5,000 feet, with a fine old tree upon it, was 
urcbased and retained hy the late Dr. Shattack, for air, light, and 
rnament, for tlie benefit of his estate on the opposite side of Cam* 
ridge street. This also has Just been covered with bricks and 
dortar. The Middlecott estate extended back iWmi Cambridge 
trcet about 166 feet south of AtUton sireet^ that street (which was 
>rmcrly known as Somerset plaoe)^ and also Bvifindi ptaci^ 80 
set wide, having been both opened into Bowdoin street, through 
bis pasture, and thence extended easterly into Buf/lnck MtreeL 

This leads us naturally to visit Bul/lnch^M pasture. It seems to 
lave been estimated as containing four acres. It measured nortli 
m Cambridge street UH^ feet, on the west side 874 feet, in the 
ear 74 J^ feet, then easterly 118 feet, and again south 28 feet, and 
hen east again 673 feet to Cambridge street. It was devised in 
665 by John Newgate to his son-in-law, Simon Lynde [Lynde 
s named as east abutter in the deed of Middlecott*s pasture], and 
is early as 1687 was vested in his son, Samuel Lynde. Rather 
nore than 100 years ago it became the property of Thomas Bui* 
inch. It remained in his family nearly 50 years, being finally dis- 
posed of in 1796-1797. 

The Revere House estate, 117 feet on Cambridge street, 184 fisel 
>n the west line, and 140 feet on Bulfinch street, was sold hat the 
moderate sum of 87,000 in 1797, and for many years was the 
nrell-known and beautiful mansion-house of the late Kirk Boott, 
partner of the late William Pratt, under the firm of Boott & Fratt. 
[t is rather remarkable that the private residences of both have ex* 
panded into hotels, — the latter having lived in the Pearl-street 
[louse. !Mr. Boott's mansion had a more venerable-looking ex* 
Lerior than its age justified, it having been originally built with 
brick soaked in a preparation of molasses, with the design of ex* 
eluding the moisture more eflectually. When erected, Bowdoin 
square was the very centre and nucleus of aristocracy and fashion. 
Mr. Boott, indeed, had the offer of land in Beacon street, at a far 
less price per foot than he paid for this estate. Here resided the 
late Mr. Lyman (on the Baptist church lot), the late Joseph 
Coolidge, Jr. (where stores are now about to be built), the late 
Samua} Parkman, and various members of his fkmily, including Ids 
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daughters^ the late Mrs. Edward Blake and the late Mrs. Robert 
G. ShaWf for whom were erected the two stone houses fh>nting 
easterly on Bowdoin square. Though the glory of this locality has 
now departed, as far as res|)ects its private splendors, yet to the 
public these are inore than replaced by a hotel, which, in its ac- 
commodations and management has no superior in the United 
States, or perhaps in the world. As yon, yourself, however, live 
there, it is superfluous for me to enlarge on the abilit}* and the 
courtesy of Paran Stevens. May his receipts never be less ! 

Gleakeb. 

P.S. — As in duty bound we first paid our respects together to 
Mr. Blackstone, and ate some of his apples. We then strolled 
through a couple of bur3*ing-grounds, and looked into two or three 
churches, half-a-dozen bakeries, and about sixteen rope- walks. We 
also walked IVom Castle street be3'ond the green store on the Neck, 
to see a hanging. We have inspected the hogs in Hog alley, the 
eowM on the Common, the — I was on the point of writing — but 
I mean the mayor^ in the City HalL We went on a sailing party 
fh>m the ** Circular Line," and landed on ** island wharves," built 
by the hand of man ^* to traverse guns upon,** where, however, we 
found more soft than saltpeter. We have even ascended into the air 
to visit an estate or two. But our chief excursion, now completed, 
has been fh)m Bowdoin square, down one side of Cambridge street, 
and back again on the other side of the street to the point of 
departure. This we have made rather leisurely, stopping to chat 
with the neighbors as we went along. I have not myself thus far 
picked up much in these wanderings, though I will inform you, in 
confidence, that I have received an anonymous promise of some of 
** Mollie Saunders' gingerbread." If it comes, I shall indeed feel 
that I have ** gleaned" to some purpose. In the meantime I dare 
say that I can get something almost as nice at the *^ Revere." 

G. 



MOLLY SAUNDERS' GINGERBREAD. 

Augugi 13, 1855. 

Mr. Editob : — In my postscript to ** Bulfinch's Pasture," I sug- 
gested a vague hope of receiving somft ot ^^12U!Ql^ ^is^^o^vcift ^^ 
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OUTIIACK'S TWO-ACRE PASTURE AND TANYARD. 

AuguMt 24, 2866. 

Mb. Editor : — On Satclrday last, I was left at the Revere, tak* 
ig some refreshment, after our various excursions ; and then, after 
ating a little *^ gingerbread,** I started off with renewed strength 
nd spirits. Having previously visited some other of oar dtf 
burcbes, I thought I would now look in upon one which stands on 
Imost the extreme south end of Bulfinch's pasture (as the Revere 
oes at its north end). This pasture extended a few feet soath of 
be south side of Ashburton place, so that it includes the whole 
ront of the bouses of W. T. Andrews and J. M. Beebe, to the 
verage depth of 14 feet. The east line of the ML Vernon Con* 
;regatioDal Church estate coincides exactly with the east line of 
18 pasture^ but on the west a small pnicbase warn madbtscyia ifiua 
frdo/n estate. There are few more eloquent pieac^xm \2hBXkl3bA 

^^ward N. Kirk, and he is duly appreclaied \iy % t«mi«i«i» 
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rbrcad." That hope has been ftilly realised. I have Just got a | 
ud note flrom the old lady. It is signed ** Shade ofMcXiy Saond- 

8.** But though thus obviously coming firom the ^irU Icmd, it ^ 

us accompanied by a basket filled with the ** real artide,"— pre* ! 

Bcly as I used to eat 40 years ago. Of this there can be no poe- [ 

ble mistake. Here, then, at least, is a ** jpirH commim<oaKoi» " |-; 

bich cannot be explained away. It is most palpable alike to sight, ; 

uch, and taste. As you were the '* medium " through whom this | 

^parted shade was apostrophised by me, a few cakes are sent to |' 

>u in acknowledgment of your services in that capacity. If our ( 

iceased fViend could be ftirther persuaded to ** impress"* yoa and I 

>ur readers with the receipt which she used while on earth, what \ 
1 inestimable blessing would be thus conferred on mankind 1 

GLBAinau 

P.S. — It appears that the old lady had to return here to do the 
aking, — and ii^ her note to me she says, very feelingly, ** I ooold 
ot make it look Just as it used to, for there is no wood and no 
rens to be seen on airth now. I wouldn't live here again fbr 
othing.** 
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and attentive congregation. In the summer season, so many of onr 
citizens, especially as it happens among the Unitarian and Epis- 
copal societies, retire into the countr}*, that the churches of tliose 
denominations, if opened at all, present a dear case of only *^ two 
or three gathered together." Thus« out of 148 families belonging 
to King's Cha|)el, all are now absent except 12. But it is far 
otherwise with Dr. Kirk's society. Bulfinch's pasture is truly 
admirably represented cU both ends. It makes adequate provision 
alike for physical and spiritual wants. 

This pasture, as we have seen, after extending northerly 118 
feet, made a Jog outwards of 23 feet. Both these lines were on 
the estate of Cotton or Sewall, since of the late Gardiner Greene, 
who owned through to Tremont street a tract of land embracing 
the largest part of Pemberton square. Proceeding again northerly, 
the east line of Bulfinch's pasture is on land of Cyprian Southack^ 
or more recently, of John Bowers, of Somerset* Accordingl}*, we 
find that Howard street was anciently* named Southack^s court, for 
the former, and Somerset street was so named by the latter. 

This estate (next east of Bulfinch's pasture) contained two 
acres. In the ** Book of Possessions " is Edward Bcndall, p. 53, 
another house and garden, together with two acres of land adjoin- 
ing, bounded on Sudbury street (^«., Tremont street) east ; Robert 
Mears north; John Cotton south and west. Bendall sells to 
David Yeale, 1645 (Suffolk, L. 2, f. 48), whose attomc3's convey to 
the use of Capt. John Wall, 1653 (t6.) He died 1670, and his 
heirs, in 1678, convey to Edward Sbipi^cn (Suffolk, L. 11, f. 195). 
Shippen sells off to BenJ. Fitch, 1702 (L. 38, f. 56) a certain lan- 
yard and land, bounded north on the highway leading to the Bowl- 
ing Green (t*.«.. Court street) 48 feet by 156 feet deep. He sells 
to Andrew Mariner the next westerly lot, 48 feet on said street, 
1691 (15, f. 167), and in 1702 sells all the residue to Cyprian 
Southack (Suffolk, Lib. 21, f. 14) : *^ All that messuage, contain- 
ing two acres, more or less, bounded on Sudbury street (i.e., Tre- 
mont street) east ; on land now or late of Sewall, south ; on land 
now or late of Samuel Lynde (i.e., Bulfinch's pasture) west ; and 
north on the way leading by the south side of the Bowling Green ; 
excepting therefVom the lots sold Mariner and the tanyard in the 
occupation of Russell." Southack sells off to Jonathan Armitage, 
1718 (Suffolk, 33, f. 51), the remaining or westerly lot> 74 feet ovl 
Conrt Btreet by 200 feet on Ui« i««iX \\Ti<^^ «o ^<qX ^^^ ^^aiosm 
meaBured 170 feet on Ckmrt street; iLnd\ke ^BracDXttW^ts^^"^^^^' 
M Dew biffliwmy, 27 feet irlde, U\d «il waWsi ol VXim% NsA^^ 
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Suflblk« L. 35, f. 51 ) . This was Howard street. SoatbacVs pasture, 

outb of Howard street, was of an L shape, boanded north on that 

treet 141 feet, west on Bulfinch's pasture 440 feet, south on Cotton , 

»r Sewall about 614 feet, east on Tremont row 103.8, then north 

»D Robert Mears' possession, and east on other lands. Yarlons I 

hanges of these boundaries were subsequently made. John ' 
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)owers bought, 1799-1800, a tract extending about 62 feet west v ^ 
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>f Somerset street, and 147 feet east of It; and a large portloo, 
berefore, of his lands was wholly east of SouthacVs pasture. 

The most easterl}* of Bowers' lots was the Howard Athensom. [ 

rbe rear wall of that estate is an embankment of at least 40 fbei 
D height, showing the difference of level between It and the north * | 

states on Pemberton square. The lots on both sides of Somerset 
treet, from Howard street to the range of the north line of the 
states on the north side of Ashburton place, are held under deeds 
ix>m Bowers. On the east side of this street stands a block of two 
iouses, built by Ebenezer Francis, Esq. (to which a third has 
»een latel}* added). The northerly of these houses belongs to 
)r. Charles T. Jackson, who recently received fh>m the Sultan 
, decoration for the ether discovery. [It would seem that the 
lultan had not heard of one Dr. Morton, whose office Is In Tremont 
ow.] 

The southerly house in this block has also had some distinguished 
ennnts. It was first occupied by the late Uriah Cotting, who. In 
he construction of India wharf and Central wharf. Broad street 
nd Cornbill, etc., etc., and especially by the stupendous enterprise 
f the Mildam or Western avenue, evinced an almost Incredible 
;eniu8, activity, and energ}'. His services, indeed, seem to be for* 
;otten by the present generation. His very name is scarcely pre- 
erved except by his tombstone in the Granary Burying-Ground. 
^ut our local historians, through coming ages, as the fiiture shall 
Qore and more develop the results of his improvements, will grate* 
ully recognize his claims as the Chief Benefactor ofBoMUm. Sub- 
equently to his death this house was occupied by our fellow* 
itizen William Ropes, a distinguished Russia merchant whose 
igorous old age still shames the degenerate manhood of many who 
re half a century younger than himself.^' 

Daniel Webster became its tenant while he was in the fhll maturity 
f his glorious powers, before disappointment had darkened around 
im, and before he had ever uttered a word or done an act as a 
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statesman which anj of those hearts that most honored him ooald 
have wished nnsaid or undone. Having been one of his warmest 
admirers, I will not say more than this of the dead; yet, believing 
that but for him the fugitive slave lair — that accursed torch 'of 
civil dissension ! — would not now be throwing its lurid glare abroad 
through our land ; I cannot say less. Abbott Lavorence next occu* 
pied this mansion, one whose entire career, both public and 
private, has reflected so much honor on our city, our country, and 
our age ; and whose precarious health, at this very moment, awakens 
such intense solicitude among ourselves, and has brought back echoes 
of regret fh>m the other side of the Atlantic*^^ 

The Rev. Epfimim Peabody^ of the King's Chapel, one of the 
most estimable and popular of our city clerg}'men, for several 
years resided here, and between these two last occupants came 
your humble servant. It was the home of all the early years of my 
married life, the spot where all my professional ^* gleanings" were 
used up in ** family ex^)enses.'' I have always felt proud <^ haying 
made one in so goodly a company. But I trust that I have ever 
cherished a proper humility. Some years since the late Sheriff 
Sumner, father of our distinguished senator, delivered a lecture on 
the duties of ^^ Sheriff!" He remarked that in England the holder 
of that office was entitled to the appellation of ** High ; " ** but," 
added he, demurely making a meek bow to his audience, and 
placing his hand on his heart, ** it is not so in this country, and, 
in one instance at leasts thai title of honor is entirdy dedined.^ I 
would withdraw in an equally modest manner on the present occa- 
doa. Gleaker. 



REMINISCENCES OF SOMERSET STREET. 

AuguMt ISf 2865. 

Mr. Editor : — Having finished my call at my own domidle, we 
will look in for a moment at the next door. One of the lots of the 
Bowers* estate, on which stand three new brick dwellii^, directly 
c^posite the east end of Allston street, measured 80 fiset on Somer- 
set street, and extended back over 215 feet on the soath line. It 
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lag thif yiew, exeeated earij ia tiba preeeat eeataiy. The itaad-pelaft k ^pareatty ea 

Sandy Hill, abovi oa tlie Uaa wkeia Aibbaiioa plaoe now Is, and ia tiba iwedtali iwa» 

grooad if a >ammer>lMWM whieh I preiaaM was tlie ana mantioAed ia tba tosL Aa 
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was about thirty jean Hm nsldaioe of Ebenexer Franda, wko 
also purchased the acQoiBiag aandoii booae of tlia late Janaa f 

Lloyd, south of it. On tlia rear of tkeaelanda (with aoose duuifaa 
of boundary lines), atand Ua preaent mandoii booaa at the norA 
end of Pemberton aqoara* and the two next iKMsea on ite weal 
side. With the exception of these three eaUtea, all the loUln ^al 
square, and also all bade of tiie aame firom Tremont row to Somer- 
set street, are held nnder deeds of Patrick T. Jadcaon. On Mr. 
Francis' old mansion-lionae estate, at the comer corre^on^ag 
with part <^ No. 10 Pemberton aqnare, now occupied by R. If. 
Mason, Esq., stood a anmmer^ionae, on the Tcry apex of tiie bill, 
ieventyfeet above even ita preaent high levd. Tlie proqpeet firom 
this building was one of very great extent, and of the moat Tailed 
beauty. Cbarlcstown, and many an inland town beaidea, were in 
fhll view towarda the north and west, while in ftont lay spread 
out before the spectator tiie thronged atreeta of the d^, tiie maala 
of its shipping, the harbor dotted with ita gracelbl islands, and 
bej'ond, in the extreme djatanre, mi^t be aeen Nahant, ele* 

Mr. Webster, while taumt of the acUoining estate, ftom time to 
time came here to gaie on tliia magnificent panorama.^^ On one 
occasion he had some flnenda at dinner, and waa desirona ^al 
they should participate in thia pleasure. Accordingly, the littla 
gate was opened (the erection of which had been permitted Ibr 
these visits) and a prooesdon appeared, headed by a servant beai^ 
ing a waiter witb refireahmente, and foUowed by Mr. Webater and 
his guests. It so happened that on that day a feather bed bad 
been taken to the anmmer-houae to be opened and rea4Jnaled« 
and the process being in fbll operation at noon, the building bad 
been left by the servanta. Jl tcoa, of oovrae, now faumd to 6a jsrs- 
vioiuiy occupied by cm aBmwMage o/feaihers^ toAicft, otdsd Cy a higfk 
totnd, at once flew aid to loelooma their vUUore. Thia nnexpeeted 
reception was a sooroe of much merriment. Chaira and a teble 
were placed in the <^n air, and I have no doubt that both boat 
and guests found new inspiration firom the beautlea of thia gloiioQa 
dining-room. 

To those who remember these eatatea aa they then stood, the 
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present neat and elegant bofldings, and the quiet square which thej 
surround^ seem bat a poor and paltry substitute. The excaTations 
made throughout this purdiase by Mr. Jackson and his associates 
were absolutely frightftd. The estate of Mr. Francis, towering up 
to such a height next to them, of coarse, could not but greatly en- 
danger any buildings wldcfa might be erected beneath it; and, 
indeed, it could not itself any longer be used with safety. So the 
summer-house passed awmj. 

When I was in college I had petitioned at the close of my junior 
year for a room in Holworthy, instead of which I obtained ome 
directly opposite to that which I already occupied. I was quizzed 
by a classmate, who suggested, as a consolation, the ease with 
which one of the ** goodies ** could remoTe my effects across the 
entry. An almost equally short and easy removal awaited me in 
after years as a householder. Since on ceasing to occupy the man* 
sion <^ ^* glorious antecedents" in Somerset street, I was trans- 
ferred to, and still remain a tenant-at-will, of one of the new domi- 
ciles under or nearly under that ancient summer-hoose. 

Gl£AKEB. 



A^XI£NT AND MODERN LAW. 

Mr. Editor: — The lower portion of Southack's pasture was 
known as Valley acre. Thus a deed of the Cotton, or Greene 
estate, after bounding north 311 feet back from Tremont street 
confmties tht line 295 feei further on the land formerly of Cyprian 
Southack, now of Mr. John Tyng, or VaUey acre, A.D. 1758 (Sufll, 
92, f. 52). Mr. Drake somewhere speaks of Valley acre as iden- 
tical with or part of Pemhertan square^ which is like speaking of 
Mt. Tom or Mt. Washington as a valley. The lots of Mr. Bowers 
were probably measured by a line along the rising surface of 
Somerset street, and, of course, fell short. A suit arose for a gore 
of land under a deed which went 100 feet firom Howard street ** till 
it comes to the wall of a brick stable." The case was opened by 
Rufhs 6. Amory, Esq., fbr demandant. Chief Justice Parsons 
said, **Is the land saed for beyond the stable?** — ** Yes, yoor 
Honor.**—** Well, then, gentlemen of Ibia V^t^^l^*^ \fiMX\sto%>abL 
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your verdict for the tenant.** — ** Bat, Your Honor, I wish to lurgne 
the point." — ** I cannot hear any argument ; moHMmente govern 
nxitasuremenU. Call the next jury." 

The same principle, thus promptly announced, has just been ap» 1 1* 

plied to another estate which happened to belong to the same party. ^ 

But there is a marked difference between the two decisions. This 
last case ('' Curtis V9. Francis") was in court firom 1839 to 1855, 
and the point decided is, that under th$ nc2e qf ** monumeiite povem* 
ing medsuremenU^** a straigJU lin€ in a deed may be broken off in the 
middle and one part det€Lcked from (he o(/i<r, even to the distanee of 
40 feet^ said detached part thence to oonlinue in a direction var^ i 

ing 15 degrees from the course at the commencement. The line in \ 

Curtis vs. Francis began on Sea street, ** at the south-west comer ; 

of Capen & Drake's wharf, and from said comer ranning in a f 

direction of about, south, 60 degrees east, bounded north on'Capea 
& Drake's wharf and flats to the channel or low-water mark*** 

Now, to common apprehension, this seems to be one continooua 
line from street to channel. And in a previous case (Dawes «•• 
Prentice), where the language was Arom Purchase street to the 
capsill of the wharf, about 1 14 feet, and from thence to run down \ \ 

to low-water mark," the Court say, ** There is no change of couree 
indicated^ and the construction must be that the line beiow the wharf 
is to rtm the same course as the line of the wharf*' And here again, 
to common apprehension, seems a decision perfectly in accordance 
with the natural constraction which first suggests itself to the 
reader's mind. The Court, however, in Curtis and Francis, in 
effect say, ** It is trae that Drake's wharf is a monument as far at 
it goes, but then Drake*s Jlats become a monument^ and it appears 
to us that Drake and his neighbor mistook their lines of flats, 
tliough the deed in question, therefore, shall be deemed to convey 
a gore of flats, which we rcall}^ think belonged to Drake, ontside 
of his wharf; because the deed rans &y the wharf; yet, when the* 
wharf ends, the line shall be deemed to hop off to what we consider 
the true line of Drake's flats^ and thence run by that monumenJt to 
the channel. These ancient grantors and grantees would, I think, 
be ver}' much surprised if they knew that their one straight line 
had been thus transformed, and this, too, by the application of one 
of the soundest rules of Judicial constraction. H toouM, oZmoif, 
seem that^ tohile the Jlrst case was deeided rightly in fifteen minutee^ 
the last one has been decided wrongly in fifteen yeare. 
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THE SPRING HOUSE. 

AuguMt 27, 2855. 

Mb. Editor: — At the last advices I had fallen into some tan 
vats wliich I found on Court street, 122 feet east of Bulflnch street, 
and which extended 48 feet on that street. Escaping without any 
serious injury, I rearranged my toilette in some small lots of about 
137 feet on Court street, and fh>m 50 to 60 feet deep, reaching to 
Stoddard's lane or street. All the lands east and south of this 
range of lots (extending to Tremont row, and on both sides of 
Howard street) became, in very early times, united in Simon 
Ljmde, who thus unexpectedly turns up again. The extreme cor- 
ner of Tremont row and Court street was bought by him of 
Thomas Boyden and Hannah, his wife, in 1662 (Suffolk, L. 4, f.61), 
bounded on said Lynde south, on SiMury lane east and north. 
Now, Robert Howen was an original possessor, and we find deeds 
of John and Israel Howen to said Lynde, 1662, 1663 (Buff., L. 4, f. 71 
and 141), conveying two-thirds and one-third of **all that land 
and ground late of my mother, Elizabeth Howen, containing half 
an acre, bounded with Robert Mears south, and some part of it 
with the street (<.e., Tremont street) easterly and eastwardly, north 
and west with the house where said Simon now dwelleth, aUo a 
earner bounded west with the land in occupation of Oovemor Endi" 
eott." We thus learn where to call on his excellency. 

Lynde died in 1687, and we find a deed of Nathaniel Newgate, 
or Newdigate, and Sarah, his wife (a daughter of said Lynde), con- 
veying, in 1694, this comer estate as messuage known by the 
name of «« The Spring Bouse/' So that The Spring Hotels at 
Watertown, had an ancient predecessor in Boston. Hannah, the 
only daughter of Mrs. Pordage,^* married James Bowdoin, and in 
1748 an indenture was made to bar an entail of the part of said 
lands south of Howard street, and east of Southack's pasture [i.e., 
from the centre of Somerset street to Tremont street]. It is from 

M G«org« Portagt, or Pwdaga, BarrM EllniWUi, davgfaUr of BImoa LjnAo, who wm 
«kMaa hoir to part of «ko oitoto. Thoir da«|^itor Euaak mmtei Ji 
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this source that Bowers got his title to the Howard Atheneum 
lot, etc. 

The large estate east of the Howard Athenaeum, measuring 154 
feet on Howard street, and 74 feet onTremont street, was, in 1779, • 
contracted to be conveyed to Ellis Gray, who died (see SnflTolkt 
L. 148, f. 52) and became the property of Theodore Lyman, Senior, 
in 1785 (L. 154, fol. 121). This lot was designed to have been [ 

used by the Brattle Street Society for their church ; but by the I 

present of a bell. Governor Hancock induced them to rebuild on the l 

old site. The brick block on Tremont street presents now a very di^ [ 

ferent aspect from the beautifVil green 3*ard or lawn which originally L 

extended in front of Mr. Ljman's mansion. Next south of this \^ 
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comes a lot 85 feet on Tremont street (by 284 feet 6 inches on the 

south line), which is held under the possession of ^Robert Meam. 

Mr. Mears died 1667, devising his land **at a^foining to the 

ground$ of the laU Cfovemor EndicoitJ* Part of these lands, ip 

1709, gets into one John Stanifbrd (Suffolk, L. 24, 1 146, 226) p 

[who, it appears, was not contented with the six acres he had 

bought from Bowdoin square to Chambers street.] He sells to 

the Rev. Henxy Harris, 1763 (Suffolk, L. 87, f. 92), whose executors 

sell, in 1734, to James Pemberton (L. 48, f. 299), in whose family 

the same remained for half a centuxy, and whose name now 

flourishes in Pemberton square. Another part of Mears' lands is 

traced through Hodges, Ellis Gray, Colman, etc., to Dr. Samod 

Danforth, 1785 (Suff., L. 154, f. 186). 

We have seen that Southack's pasture came out on Tremont row, 
with a front of 103 feet 3, next south of Robert Meares* This \ 

front part, 313 feet deep on Cotton or Sewall,!^ he sold off to John i 

Jekyll in 1724 (L. 38, f. 98), and by deed of Jekyll's heirs H 5 

became vested in Dr. James Lloyd by deed in 1768 (L. 114, f. 137), 
which volume being now lost, it was again recorded in 1827 
(L. 315, f. 273). Having thus called upon all his neighbors, the . . 
Rev. John Cotton, the spiritual father of Boston, will have reason 
to feel hurt if we do not pay him an early visit. 

Glkaxeb. 

. ^ i 
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» At this point Mr. Bowdit«h brings th* tiUaf of the northerly half of tbe UUIb ^ : 

eootaot with thoM treoed on the tontherly pert. The Cotton or Sewnll lot is tneed te i 

e tubieqaent article to this point. When Sewnll's property was sold by his bein In ^ 

William VasMai, In 1758 (8n&, Lib. 93, f. 53), the lines were north stt the bein eT f 

John Jekyll 8U feet, and of Oapt Qjprian Sonthae (then John Tjng), ett Tall^ [ 

Aohor 295 feet, and heirs of Bnllineb 30 feel» the whole line fross Ikeninouit streel mp • 3 

to and aoross Valley Achcr being ess fiMl» els. W. f 
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"VALLEY ACRE.- 

August 28, 2865. 

Mb. Editob : — My attention lias been called to an article * in 
the " Transcript," of yesterday, signed " Valle}* Acre." That name of 
course indicates a region at the base of a hill. The line of 311 
feet from Tremont street, mentioned in the deed to which I refer as 
locating it, extends several feet wesi of the houses on the west side of 
Pemberton square — there begins the 295 feet boundary on Valley 
acre. This last-mentioned line extends to a point about 20 feet 
east of the church in Ashburton place. Valley acre^ therefore^ 
embraced the lands oi\ both sides of Somerset street^ to Bulfinch street^ 
etc,<t and extended down the hiU to the low ground on Court street. 
This ma}' not be " far from the present northern termination of the 
iron fence in Pemberton square ; " but the very dejiniteness of that 
landmark seems to place Valley acre on the top of the hill, in- 
stead of at and near its &ase, and, as I thought. Justified my allusion 
to a vaUey being located on the summit of Mount Tom or Mount 
Washington. G leaker. 

•7a tkt Edkmr tf tkt T^rnnteript: ^ At jou are diipoted U tot ftU little hittorieel 
matten right, I beg 70a will reqnett Mr. " Gleaner ** to eet hie readers right in reipeei 
le what it laid la the niitorj and Antiqaitiee of Boetoo aboai '* Talley aere." The 
readeri of hie article in the *' Tranteript * of to-day ( 16th A vgvit) nay be diepoeed, tnm 
hii ■tatement, to think that the avthor of the History hai made lonie Inportant blonder 
la loeatiag the plaee in qaettlon, while he does not locate it himielf. Now, If yon or 
year readen, and *' Gleaner," too, will tarn to page 593 of the Hiftory, the following 
definite itatemcnt will be fonnd respecting ** Valley aere: " " Valley acre, as appears 
from an early nap of the town, was adjacent to a spar of Beacon Hill, which extended 
north-easterly fron the nain hiU, teminating abrnptly not fur fron the present 
northern temination of the Iron fence in Penherton sqaara." 

It may be as diffionit for any one to imagine what this can hare to do with Meant 
Ton or Monnt Washington, as it was for ** Gleaner "to locale Vallst Acai. 

£KoTt. This was Mr. 8. 0. Drain. W.] 
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COTTON HILL. 

Auguti 20, 2855. 

Mr. Editor : — In the Book of Possessions, p. 9, is ** Mr. John i 

Cotton, 1 house and garden and about ha\f an aere^ with an acrt f 

adjoining, bounded with Sudbuij streete (i.e. Tremont Row) east, ^ 

Edward Bcndall north, the Centerie Hill west, Mr. Bellingham r 

and Daniel Maud south.** Bendall was, as we have seen, the i 

predecessor of C3'prian Southack. This possession of an acre and I 

a half in the vexy heart of the town ^as a noble allotment to its [ 

Grst citizen — one fVom whose place of residence in England oar 
cit}' denves its name. It does not savor of the small salaries 
Bomctimes so gi'udgingly paid to their pastors by our smaUer towns. 
Looking directly down Queen street, or Court street (which, not- 
withstanding its later glories, for many a long 3'ear was known at 
Prison Lane, from the prison standing where the Court House 
does now), it rose to a great height, forming a sort of outpost to I 

Beacon Hill. It soon acquired the name of Cotton Hill. i 

Mr. Cotton died, and by will, proved January 27, 1652-*8, he 
says, ^' and because the south part of my house, which Sir Henry ^ ) 

Vane built whilst he sojourned with me, he by a deed gave it at r 

his departure to my son Seaborne, I doe yrefore leave It unto him 
as his by right," etc. He also speaks of his wife's ** house and -^ 

garden in the market-place in Boston in Lincolnshire." This item 
docs not, however, come within my present investigations. If his 
wife and children die without heirs, ^' or if they shall transplant 
themselves fro hence into Old England, then my will is, and I ^ 

give the farm at Muddy River one half to the College, one half to 
the Church." 

It seems that beside his son Seaborne (quaintly so named from 
his place of birth) he left as devisees, Sarah, wife of Richard 
Mather, Mariah, wife of Increase Mather, and John Cotton, who, 
in 1664, confirmed this devise to Seaborne (Suff. 6, f. 23d), and he 
sells this part to John Hull (Suffolk 6, f. 226). Their original [ 

parchment deed is in my possession — the recent gift of my friend i 

Hon. James Savage. He doubtless thinks, ** good easy man " — I 
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that if I die first it is to revert to him,'* but I shall Instruct my heirs 
to bold on. In 1677, Nicholas Paige bought out the residue of the 
estate (Sulfollc 10, 170 and 108), bounded north in fiart on Siinon 
Lymle (i.e. Bulfinch's Pasture), and in paH on tik€ Jkoicst and kind 
where Governor EndicoU Icui dwelt^ and in 1682 this also was 
bought by Mr. Hull (L. 12, t 216). So the mtnl-majfer suc- 
ceeded the clergyman : here being another quite respectable invest- 
ment of his surplus ** shillings ** before mentioned. This last deed 
bounds north on L3'nde in part,' and in part im **(ke land of 
Edward Shippen^ formerly the dweUinff-ptgee of Cfovemor EndicoU/* 
Now, Shippen was owner of Southack*s two-acre pasture. So we 
have incidentally made sure of the exact domicile of the govemor* 
having, as it were, ** shot him flying.** 

Hull died 1683, and the division in 1684 embraced ** the lands 
in Boston, formerl}* Mr. Cotton's, at CoHon HiU^ comnundy so eaOed, 
with all the buildings that now [are] or shall be erected thereon** 
(L. 13, f. 92). By this instrument, tlie premises, after the death 
of Hull's only daughter, Hannah, wife of Samuel Sewall, are set- 
tled on her issue. 

Ricfiord Bettingham*s possession, p. 5, Is ** also a garden lot, 
bounded on Mr. John Cotton and Daniel Maud north, the high* 
way, east John Coggan south." He died 1672. His only son 
and heir, Samuel, being about to marry Elizabeth Savage, widow, 
made a marriage settlement by deed to John Shelton and Edward 
Hull, 1695, and said Elizabeth appoints to said Samuel Sewall in 
1697 (Suff. 14, f. 489), ^' a piece or parcel of land, being on the 
side of a hill ac^joining to a hill formerly belonging to Mr. Cotton.** 
It is described as about half an aere^ and is bounded north on said 
Sewall, east on said Sewall, and in part on land belonging to the 
First Church, etc. This I suppose to be one of the most venerable 
marriage settlements on our records. 

Samuel Sewall survived his wife, Hannah, and died 1729, and 
under division deeds (L. 45, f. 183), the premises came to his 
daughter Judith, wife of William Cooper, and alter her death were 
conveyed to WUliam Vassal 1T58 (L. 91, f. 76). In 1790 
Patridi Jeffiry became owner. He married Madam Haley, widow 
of Alderman Haley of London, and sister of the celebrated patriot 
or demagogue, John Willces. A cabinet or secretary, and various 
articles of . plate, formerly of Madam Haley, with the WUkei 



>• Mr. Bowditoh died Snt, April IS, 1761, Af^iflj-dz. Hit frirad, JuNt 8avi«% 
til* vwMnUe aaiiqury, though tweatj««M jmn hb wior» ll?«d ttnitw jmn lomgjUi, 
49iMgUatA% nSS, Aftd BMTlj tichtf-slM 
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Anns, were purchased at the sale of Mr. Jefflrey's ellbets hj 
Ebeneaer Francis, Esq. Her oocnpation of this estate was in a 
style of spkndor of eqaipage, and of liviDg, etc, ntterfy at Tail* 
ance with the puritanic aosteritj of its first possessor, or the 
simple dignity of his noble guest, who, having served his coantij 
with a sdNevotaon like that of the Regicides, like them died a 
martyr in her cause, by suffering a traiUn^M death. 




COTTON HILL. — (Omlteifad.) 

August 22, 288S. 

Mr. EniToa: — ^ch widows who marry young husbands too 
often find their hearts grow heavier and their purses lighter. Su^ 
was the experience of Madam Haley, who was worth 70,000 
guineas when she became Mrs. Jeffrey. She returned to Ei^^and 
and died there in her husband's lifetime. He remained in America. 
He was, I believe, a brother of the celebrated Scotch reviewer. 
There is a form of conveyance well-known to the English law, 
called ** Lease and Release," where a ZeoM is first made for one year, 
and then the fee simple is rtkaaed. A very large number of 
valuable estates in Boston and elsewhere, bought with Mrs. JeflQrs(y*a 
money, were thus conveyed, and simultaneously the same were ie» 
conveyed, so as to vest the titles in him and his wife, and tfte 
smrvtvor. This is the chief, and indeed, almost the only instance 
that I remember in our records, of this roundabout way of effecting 
what is more simply done by our common deed. Survivorsldp be- 
tween husband and wife ensures a salutary control over the issue 
of the marriage, and makes it certain that the wife surviving shall 
have her own again. This circumstance satisfied me that Mr. 
Jeffrey was a man of honor. I have known the wilb*s estates so 
conveyed as to shift the fee directly into the hi)sband, in which 
case the wife would only get dower in her own lands. This 
arrangement never appeared to me to be a striking proof of disin> 
terested affection.* 

•MADAM HAUnr. 

Anyiijf n, 185S. 
BDireB : — > Tow Mreftd oomfpoaden^ and mj Twy gooi frirad " OtesMT,* 
ia hia opinion Ihal Pairtok Jofiroj, tho m oai hwAnd of Madaa Haky^ 
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Patridc Jeffirejf in 1801, oonTeyed to the town a strip of his land** 
taken for Somerset street, which was extended to Beacon street 
(Suff., L. 277, f. 297) , and then Tor 936,000 conveyed this esUte to 
Jonathan Mason, 1802 (L. 203, f. 32), back to Somerset street. 
The portion west of Somerset street, i.s. , back to Bulfinch's pasture, 
or the church he sold for 612,000 to Asa Hammond, 1804 (L. 210, 
f. 138). Mr. Mason conveyed for 641,000 to Gardiner Greene, in 
1803 (L. 205, f. 252). And now the original splendors of the 
estate seem to return. For nearly thirty 3'ear8 it remained the 
mansion of Mr. Greene, the wealthiest citizen of his day, one 
wlio held high public and private trusts, and was conspicuous for 
his intelligence, integrity, and good Judgment. The house had no 
remarkable architectural pretensions of any kind, but the natural 
beauties of the site, improved by taste and art, made it altogether 
the most splendid private residence in the city. 

Some of the most agreeable reminiscences are associated with 
the elegant festivities of that old mansion. Belonging to one of 
our first families, Mr. Greene connected himself b}' marriage with 
others equally distinguished. One wife was a sister of the late 

WM a IrotAcr of IHaeii Jcffrty, the Seoieh reyiewer. Fnneif JeSraj wm the toa of 
G«orf» J«llr«7 mud lltnrietto, dangbUr of John Loodooa. Their ehUdrea were 
Margaret, Jiarj, Fraaela» Joha, aod Marioa.* Joha eame to BoitoB, and Jotaed his 
Bereaatile tmcie, Patrtek, who beeame the baibaad of Madam Ilaley.f TheaaideB 
same of Madam Ualcy was WUkcs. She was the sister of the eelebrated Joha Wlikes^ 
•f the North Britoa4 My oiother was aa iotiaiate friead of this lady, dariag her 
halcjea dajs as Madam Haley, aad for some time after she beeame the vietimised wllb 
of Patrick Jeffrey, who treated her with great brutality, aad to eseape ftom whose 
perseeatioa she flnally retoraed, io eomitantire poverty, la Eoglaod. There is a 
seqael to the histeiy of this oobappy lady's rosldenoe here, whieh I hare heard related 
thaa ease la oar famUy oirole^ aad whieh I sappose may be relied apoa as 



Mrs. Haley had a daaghter, who, agaiost her mother's wishes, beeame afllaaeed aad, 
la disregard of her meoaees of repadiatioa, vltimately oaarried to a physieiaa of 
Bostoa aamed Browa. If I do aot misremember, he had beea a papil of Dr. Joha 
Jeffries. He was qaile rsspeeuble, bat obeeure aad peaoiless. He had, I belie?% aa* 
qaired ooaslderable aotoriety by a disserUtiea oa yellow fever. After his marriage, 
Madam Haley kept her word, aad obstiasUly refused to hare aay eossmeree with the 



• Cocktarm't Ufc «f Lord liAiVl V«L 1, p»i 1 ( 

tiMi.».sa 
tiMi.».sa 



**!! sssms proper la premise here that WUliam Yassall, who was the parohaser of the 
Sewall lot, was a BsaadauttS eouaeillor aad refagee. la 17S7 (SaE, Ub. ISS, 1 170) ha 
sold this esUU to his aephew, Lsoaard Vassall Borlaad, of Bostoa, for £4,00S. This 
sale seemo U haTo beea illegal, aad ia 1790 (SaC, L. 17S, f. Ml) Joha LoweU, as 
atteraey for WiUiam VassaU^ sold the proper^ la Pislriek Jtffirqr. This asael boaads 
wm be miatisaid lalsi; ^^ 
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John Hubbard ; another (bis widow, atiU liring among oa), ia a ^ 

sister of Lord Lyndhorst, formerly Lord Chancellor of Great ^ 

Britain. The son of the celebrated artist, Copley, and a Boston r 

boy, be gained for himself entrance into tb» peerage, and attained j 

the highest of Judicial honors. He is still livini^ — tk§ Nttiwr of [ 

Uie House of Lords '^ taking an acUre part in pablio affidra* No I' 
one could have said with more truth than himself, what was said by 
a distinguished predecessor on the woolsack, when repelling what 

he deemed an insalt: ^* As presiding officer of this House, as ;' 
keeper of his Majesty's conscience, as Lord High Chancellor of the 

realm, I fed mysdf <u respeeUMe^ ays, atid as much respected as tte t 

proudest peer I now look doum upan/^ Only a year or two since t 



Lord Lyndhur&t instituted inquiries as to the operation of the 
system of Registry of Deeds in Massachusetts and New York, witii 
a view to its introduction into England. His autograph note, ex- ' 
pressing his satisfaction with the answers which I prepared to his 
questions, I value far more than any professional fee that I ever 
received, { 

The west line of Cotton's estate coincides with the east line of 



daughter or her hnibftnd. They flatllj MtUed ia Londoo, wher* b« beouM Y«y 
reipeoUblj eBtablished in good prMtlM. 

It must be here itated that the teoond marriago of Ut i!tt«r was OTneedlnglj : 

offensive to John Wilkei, and he was said to have expreteed himielf with Inteapetato 
■ereritj, and even with bittemen. In regard to her and Mr. Pktriok JaflOrej. - I 

Unable to bear any longer tha hanh and nngiatefol weage of a brutal b«fbaad« 
whoM promiaoi to lore and to eheriih had len refereneo to bar persoa thaa to bw 
proportj, Madam Haley retnmod to England. On her arriTal In London, ihe lutaatlj 
repaired to the home of her brother, Mr. Wilket, and Mntla word bj the Mrrant, tbal * 

his sUter, Mrs. Jeflfrej, waa at the door. After lome delay, a ehilliag mouagt was 
delivered : « Mr. Wilket had oi»c« a *uter, in Anuriem Mn. HaUg, Aitf ht huowB waikmf 
of Mr». Jiffrtjf,** After thia erael repalae, the retired to tome prirate lodgiiigi ia iSbm 
oity. 

There ia an old, bomely, diitieb — 

A eon la a eon, tin be geu bim a wift — 

A daughter, a daughter all the days of bar lUh. 

The imputation oonToyed in the firat line, I peraonally know to ba fblaa. IHtb a 
few unnatural exeeptiona, the aTorment in the aeoond may be tma. Era long, iSbm 
tidings of the mother'a arriral reached the eara of Mra. Brown and her buaband. Tbay 
instantly repaired to the lodgings of thia unhappy lady, — > not to oppreaa bar brokea 
spirit and subdued and softened heart, by a formal tender of of their serviees, b«t la« 
pulsirely to rush into her arms, to aak her fofigiToneaa, to take her forthwith to tbair 

^ John Singleton Copley, bom at Boaton, May 21, 177S, waa tha aon of tba diatla* 
guished artist of the same name. He waa Lord Chaneellor, 1837-1S30. Ha waa twtot 
married, but left only daaghtera at hia deoeasa, OoL IS, 1863. Hia alpter, Mn. OreeM^ 
dJodFeb, 1, 1866, mged 95, inriag namarona daaoandanta. H* - 
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BulfincVs pasture, i.e., of tbe Church estate in Ashburton place. 
Its north line ran 680 feet in a straight course to Tremont row, in- 
cluding the house-lots on the north side of Ashburton place, and 
the whole central portion of Pemberton square, embracing the 
fironts of all the houses on its west side, south of Mr. Francis* 
lands, and corresponding portions of the houses on its east side, 
both north and south of the entrance from Tremont row. Cotton's 
estate (with Bellingham's united^' in the Sewall familj*), measured 
east on TVemont row 163 feet, or nearly to the south line of the 
present entrance to the square. It had various Jogs outward on 
its southcrl}' line, greatly enlarging its contents, adding perhaps 90 
feet more to its average width, for a depth of over 300 feet. The 
possession of Daniel Jtfaud, measuring 137 feet on Tremont row, 
by about an average depth of 80 feet, was also bought by Mr. 
Greene. Hezekiah Usher sold it to Thomas Scotto, 1645, (L. 2, 
f. 193), ** bounded west and north on Mr. John Cotton.** It passed 
through Leblond, Erving, Brimmer, Bowdoin, Waldo, Walcott, 
Winthrop, and was conveyed to Mr. Greeue for $31,000 in 1824, 
(L. 293, f. 196). This gave Mr. Greene in all a IVont of 300 feet 

•bod«, to ebMr her dcelining jean, to mako up for Iho Umo that had boon lott, bj n» 
doubling tbeir efforta to make ber bappj! In the homo of thia devoted dangbtar 
Madam Haley paned the rest of her dajt. Daring her residenee here, hor town booM 
was on *< Pemberton'i hiU," and her oonntrj bonae on Milton bUl,— >tb« aitaatioa 
oeenpied aabaeqaentlj bj tba Hon. Jonathan RnaaelL SioifA." 



Wo aent a proof of tho aboTO tt " Oleaaer," who baa fnmiabod tbo foUowInf 
leplj: — 

*' I aUtod It merelj aa mj Mitf that Mr. Jeffrey waa bnthtr of the Sooloh RoTiewor, 
and admit that " Sigma " ia right In making him out an uhcU, I eannot bat regret 
that one who, by bia cenoejfAncM, »eemtd m wntidemU a» f the righi itf tlU old Imdjf 
m CMC »h€ tkndd nartfhe him, should ham «• bnaalljf tried to break her heart and kSt her 
e§ imkie U/elimeS thue, aa k were, dtfeaiin§ the mam/eet intemi ef the metrumetU wkiek 
he had ereetded." OlXAmEB. 

" Thia phraae ia a litUe obaeure. In bia next article, Bowditeh aeema to traee aU of 
Bellingham'a froni lota witbont toacblng Hall or Sewall. Probably ho refera to tho 
Ibct Uftat SewaU bought part of Bellingbam'a back lot, Oet. 11, 16S7 (Lib. 14, f. 439). 
It waa adjoining to tbe hill formerly belonging to John Cotton, and waa bonnded north 
by SewaU; eaat partly by Sewall and partly by land belonging to the Firat Chareb, 
BOW oeeapied by Mr. John Bayley ; aouth by land lately of Humphrey Darie, and weat 
by land lately of Capt. John Wing. It waa about half an aera. W. 

"Moft Boatoniana will remembor that "Sigaub* waa tba weKlAsMira. iiw^pa>^a»% ^ 
Lttdna Manlina Sargent, who wrote maaj aAU%tBAxVa:a imKm ta ^Sda ^^Ttimk^^ 
p^rt ef which wm rejmblidied ia IS&S aaAtt tibia tlUOa eft ««I>«id&a«k^V^^da» ^ 
itr « ^SaztoB of th« Old SohooL* 



i?^0*lWl,»jP^Jim, «-?" •' '■r^'": 



grandeur and beauty of her old homefttead. 



r 

on Trcmont row. He died in 1882, and his 90,000 (bet of land an /^. 

appraised at $142,000, say at $70,000 per aeie. \ 

Pembcrtou square was laid out in 1885, Just twenty years ago. ^ 

Had it been named CoUon place, for the old clergyman, it would \ 

have been thought that Mr, Jackson so named it because he was a f. 

distinguished manufadurtr. If called Vane place, that name, ^ 
however si)elt, seems to be associated with qualities of mind not 
the most respectable. FaMuil place would have become i?Wiiiiall 

place. It was at first christened FhiUipM place, its southerly i'^ 

portion being held under deed of Jonathan Ph(Uip$ to Mr. Jackson. \. 

But as there was a prior " Phillips place ** within a few rods, old v 

ISIr. Pemberton was called in, who once owned on the extreme out- ^ > 
skirts of the square, at its north end. BdHngham plaee would 

have been much more appropriate, or even ** St. Botolph*s squaret" t 

the old town of Boston, in England, deriving its name fh>m this [ 

patron saint. A '* Jingo tree," the only one in this part of the [ 
country, was successfully removed to the Boston Common, by the 
Beacon-street mall, nearl}' opposite Mrs. Greene's present residence. 



where its dark glossy foliage must often remind her of the departed \ 

i 
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XXXII. 

FIRST CHURCH LOT, AND PETER FANEUIL*S HOUSE 

ON TREMONT ROW. 

August 22, 1855. 

Mr. Editor : — We have seen that Gardiner Greene's estate was 
made up of parts of the original possessions of Cotton and Belling- 
ham, and also the little Maud possession. Other portions had beoi 
sold off by Mr. Bellingham, and one of those became vested in 
Rev. John Davenport, who, dying in 1670, and his son John in 
1676, the ultimate heirs conveyed for £170 to Robert Sanderson, ; 

Senior, Henry Alline, and Joseph Bridgham, deacons of the 1st \ 

Church of Christ m Boston, A.D. 1693 (Suf., 16, f. 138), "all ' | 

that certain messuage or tenement, with the appurtenances and 
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land thereto belonging, situate in said Boston, bounded at the east 
end with the street or highwa}* leading fh>m Prison lane (i.e., Court 
street) up to the Common or training field, on the west end with 
land heretofore appertaining to Richard Bellingham, Esquire, de- 
ceased, of which this land hereby granted was once a part ; on the 
south side with the garden and land of the late Humphrey Dary,** 
etc, the north boundary being in part on land of the late John 
Hun." 

This lot measured 68 feet in front, 62 feet in rear, 156^ feet on 
north line, 137} feet on south line. Its location is Just about in 
the centre of the lots on Treraont row (south of the entrance to 
Pemberton square), and it includes the back portion of three estates 
on the east side of Pemberton square. It remained the property* of the 
church for nearl}* a century, being conveyed in 1 787 to Sampson Reed 
(L. 160, f. 166.) It became the property of Wm. Phillips in 1805, 
at a cost of $15,000. Upon this tot stood a most ancient looking 
building, with windows of very small panes of glass,'^ I have heard 
it stated, and have reason to believe it true, that when it was 
pulled down a chair was made from some of its timbers for the 
late Hon. Judge Davis, as possessing great antiquarian interest 
under the idea that it was in this house that Sur Harry Vane so- 
journed. It was within one of being the right house, but a miss is 
as good (or as bad) as a mile, in such matter. I trust that it has 
not been presented to and officially accepted by the Historical 
Society as a genuine article. Few who drop in at Mrs. Mayer^s to 
take an ice, have any idea how venerable is the source of her land- 
lord's title. And I certainly regret the necessity of depriving so 
pleasant a locality* of any of its ancient honors. 

Mr. Bellingham had still retained a lot 140 feet on Tremont 
street, 120 feet in rear, with an average depth of 825 feet — quite 
a pretty residuum. This he conveyed to our friend Humpcey Davy, 
1663, by deed not recorded till after 47 years. (L. 25, f. 166.) 
*^ A parcel of land being part of an enclosure lying and being in 
Boston between the old burying-place highway east, the land and 
orchard of Joshue Scottow south, the ground or orchard of Davis, 

u pMl bj gMd«n of Bo1»t. Howard, dooo M od, bow apportaialng to Oabriol Baraoa. 

W. 

** Shaw la/t that Qor. BoUingfaam'i hooio ftood on tho ipot whtro FknonU baUt. 
Bat thiifoenu aa orror, at tho aorth lot of Bolliagham (told to tho ohoroh) had tho 
hoato oa it, aad tho lot told Dario It laad oalj. Hoaoo, wo awy protaaio that thit old 
boato wat Got. BoUiaghaa't, aad that Da?lo baUt hit owa atoaa haaio^ which ho aold 
lolMMaB. ^« 
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widow, west, and the land ofmM BdUngkam^ being tbe other put 
of said enclosure, north.** 

We met with Mr. Davie among the pastures south of Cambridge 
street, and by tbe same mortgage to secure a marriage settlement« 
1G83 (L. 13, f, 72), and foreclosed, the Utle to both esUtes got 
vested in his widow. She conveys to her two sons, 1706-1710 
(Suff., 23, f. 9, 10), having at the last date picked up a third hat- 
baud. And here I take occasion to remark, that invariably if a 
woman own a large landed estate, she is sure to keep getting mar- 
ried from time to time, as often as death alTords an opportunity, 
thus making great embarrassments in tracing titles. These two 
Davies conveyed it for £800 to Andrew Faneuil, 1710 (L. 25, f. 
168), with **a stone dwelling-house** thereon, who died in 1787, 
devising to Peter Faneuil, of immortal memory. On his death in 
1742, the inventory appraised his ** mansion-house, garden, oul- 
bouses, and yard, at £12,375.** So that it was doubtless a fine old 
mansion, worthy of such an owner, and such it continued to be 
during its whole subsequent occupancy by the Phillips family. la 
1772 it became tbe property of John Vassall, who being an ua* 
fortunate *' conspirator,*' the commonwealth pocketed £2,400 bj 
selling to Isaiah Doane, 1783 (L. 141, f. 2). Wm. Phillips bought ' \ 

it in 1791 (L. 169, f. 125). j 

Tliese two estates, thus united in William Phillips, embrace [ 

about tbe southerly two-thirds of Tremont row and all the honset ' 

which front north on Pemberton square. Wm. PkiU%p$ devised ; 

these estotes to his son William, 1804, who died 1827, devising 
them to his son Jonathan ; they, at this latter date, being appraised 
at 890,000. They were sold to Patrick T. Jackson, in 1885, for . i 

$115,000. He paid for the Greene esUte $160,000 ; for the Lloyd 
or Jek3'll estate, $42,000 ; for the Bordman estate on Somerset 
street, $20,000 ; for the Bartlett or Lawrence estate on Somerset 
street, 834,205. These different purchases, with the expenses of 
grading, etc., must have exceeded 8400,000, a speculation at that 
time of unexampled magnitude. TFe, hotoever^ have lived fo tee a t 

single individual (President Quincy), at the advanced age of mor^ i 

than 80 years, undertake with characteristic energy, and eanj ; 

through to a most successful conclusion, a private enterprise, in | 

which, however, he engaged solely from the most public-spirited j 

motives, which involved at the outset, as the first cost of the land, | 

an expenditure of 8561,000, and upon which land he has erected | 

various elegant warehouses, thus far surpassing all ^® associated j 
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enterprises of the capitalists who, through the agency of llr. Jade- 
son, bought and laid oat Pemberton square.^ 



XXXUI. 

THE HOUSES OF REV. JOHN OXENBRmGE AND 

ELDER JAMES PENN. 

Amgiui 24, 2855. 

Mr. Editok: — Learing the homestead of Peter Faneoll* on 
irhich CTeiy Bostonian must look with interest, we come next to 
the PaviUon and the Albion, or the estates at the comer of T^e- 
mont row and Beacon street. John Coggan, in 1658, died amed 
of an orchard in Tkemont street, measuring 76 feet in Ikont, S9 feet 
8 inches in the rear, bounded north on Richard BeMingfaam or 
Faneuil 322 feet, and south on James Peiin, the ruling dder. [It 
is under this will that Harvard College acquired a tract of Marsh 
in Chelsea, known as Coggan*s marsh for 175 years, and finally 
sold, I believe, to Dr. Edward H. Robbins.] In his iaventCNry, 
this orchard is appraised at £30. Coggan*8 executrix sold to 
Joshua Scotto, 1659 (L. 8, f. 347), and he toCcd. Samoel Shrimp- 
ton, 1070 (L. 6, f. 214). Shrimpton owned Noddle's island. He 
and his wife, Elizabeth, convej-ed to John Oxenbridge, 1671 (L. 6, 
f. 275), " all that ordiard and garden which I latelj boi^t of Mr. 
Scotto, and which he bought of Mr. Coggan*8 execotrix, wUk a 
dwelling^himse tkertom^ huiU by said SeottOf bounded on James 
Penn south, l^chard BeUingham north, James Davis west, and the 
street east, containing half an acre (with a gore of land bought ci 
Elder Penn by said Soott).** After a deed and reconveyance, 1672, 
1673 (L. 7, f. 834; L. 8, £ 238), Rev. John Oxenbri^e, pastor 
^ the First Church, died seized, and by will proved, Jannaiy 9, 



*sTlMi«f«r«M»iitoJMbhQBiii9y, Um Mrlier najor of Um BUM. lb was th« 
•ri^BAtor «r Um plvi k^ wkSA the gnat narket was built, and tba ailj Wcaaa the 
•wMTofawhaifaitlMaMlkaraQC. Wbmi it wasdeddad toadl tkfawharfyllr.Qriaflf 
famonitratad iaaftet«aQj. HabeUeFadiaitiprMpoetiTaTalM^aaiwMlvMKpasledly, 
aa ka aaid, ka bccaMa iti parokaier at aaatioa, tanptad tkarala by tlia law friaa. Ha 
aftrad it baak to tba ai^ at aart tha naxt day, bwt thaaftr waad>eHaad Itiahaliavad 
tbattbapioitfiofadaqaaltokSiazpaaUtloM. 1la9«<MMi(i«iA.Va[lX«^>BML,MBiL 
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674, devised to his daughter Bathahnftf wife of Richard 8oott» and 
D certain contingencies to Uie First Chnrdi* 
The inventory values this dwelling-lioQse, orchard^ and garden, 
t £550. Another daughter, Theodora, married Peter Thacher. 
lumphrey Davy, as attorney of Scott and wife, conveyed to said 
'etcr, 1C83 (L. 12, f. 356), and certain children of said Peter re- 
ease to him, 1706-7 (L. 34, f. 218), as bounded east on the hwck 
Ircct leading from Prison lane to the Common. In 1707 it was 
onveyed to Samuel M3'les (L. 24, f. 98), who sold to George 
:;radock, 1728 (L. 42, f. 284), and he to John JeflHes, 1788 (L. 
17, f. 302), who devised the same in tail to Dr. John Jeffiries, son 
>f David JefTries, under whom the title came to Samuel Eliot. Dr. 
Feffries, besides his more substantial professional reputatioii, 
quired much celebrity by ascending in a balloon. This tract 
pvithin a very few feet of Somerset street, and embraced the 
Pavilion Hotel and the court and haill aclJoining and behind It; 
ilso the rear moiety of John L. Gardner^s estate on Beacon stt e et t { 

ind most of the rear moiety of the dub-hoose estate acQoining. 

James Penn, the ruling elder, owned at least as early as 1€S8 
Lhe corner lot, measuring 70 feet on Tremont street, and boonded 
south on Beacon street. The west boundary was on James Davia. 
^Cow the fee of Somerset street and land west of it, and also a small 
gore cast of it, are conve^-ed, in 1677, by Mrs. Davis, to her 80ii4ii- 
law, John Wing, as bounded east in part on Davie, <•€., the 
Phillips estate, and in part on James Allen. James Penn, bj wift 
dated in 1671, devised to said Allen *^an enlargement of his 
ground to the pear tree," so that Allen must have acquired part of 
Penn's land before that date. Penn devised to his kinsman, CdL 
Penn Townsend, his ^' dwelling-house and land,** extending from 
Tremont street 150 feet on Beacon street, to Allen*s land. Town- 
send's executor sells, 1750, to Samuel Sturgis (L. 84, f. 8), and 
after passing through John Erving, Jr., Gilbert Deblois, NathanM 
Coffin, and John Amory, the premises came to Samuel Eliot, and 
were for many years his well-known mansion-house estate. It em- 
braced the Albion and the block of brick houses west of it. The 
deed to Sturgis bounds south an Uie laiu leading to the ahnshauee* 
Rather a humble original designation, by the way, for what la now 

the first street in Boston ! ** 

^— — ~ -^— »— ^-^— — — ^-^^^— ^^■^■^— ^— ™™^— ^»^'^~^"^— —»— ^»~»^— — «— ^-^i^i^^ 

*» The AlmshonM wti on Um eoner of Pftrk itroot and BomeomtrootyUMlattir Mnf 
of course the " lano leading to" It Th* Granarj oeeaplad mtmrij tha wbda iMa aC 
Park street, and the town lot batting on tha graTojaid raaehad ai Qir ai fha Atheuens 
lot. W. 
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Rev, James Allen by his deed of settlement, in 1706, and bis 
will in 1710, so often referred to, vests in bis son Jeremiah all that 
mansion-bouse and land wherein I now dwell, bounded south on 
the street leading towards the Common, east on Penn Townsend 
and on Peter Thaeber, north on said Thacber, and west on Thomp- 
son. On Jeremiah's death, in 1741, the same was settled bj* indent* 
ure, in 1747, on his son Jeremiah (L. 77, f. 79), who died in 1755, 
leaving several children. Among them were James (on whom it was 
settled in 1784 as ** a stone house and land belonging to it, situate in 
— — street, £550 — Prob. Records, 83, f. 551), and Jeremiah, 
well-known as high sheriff of the count}', who bought the same of 
bis brother, 1789, 133 feet on Beacon street (Suffolk, 193, f. 142). 
Sheriff Allen died in 1809, and the celebrated law case, ^* Exparte 
Allen" (as to period of time within which courts will grant license 
to sell real estate of deceased persons), had its origin in this 
locality. This stone bouse was a very remarkable edifice in its 
day. It embraced the front land of Mr. Gardner^s bouse and of 
the dob bouse. 

The late David Hinkley, in 1810, became purchaser of all this 
Allen land, excluding a gore sold off to Mr. Eliot, and including 
the rear lands which had been bought of Eliot. He tore down the 
stone house, purchased new stone, imi)orted glass, etc. But the 
war coming on, an entire stop was for a time put to bis arrange- 
ments for building. Afterjthe war he proceeded to erect the present 
double stone mansion. Having charged on his books 8100,000, be 
carried the remaining items of their cost to profit and loss. It was 
conjectured that each bouse and land cost him not less than 875,000. 
The easterly of these houses was sold in 1820, for 840,000 ; in 
1827, for 830,500, and in 1828, for $29,000, at which price it was 
purchased by Joseph Peabody, Esq., of Salem, as a residence for 
Mrs. Gardner. 

The westerl}^ house was occupied by Mr. Hinkley during life, and 
afterwards was owned and occupied by the late Benjamin W.^ 
Crowninsbielci until his death, when it became the dub-hoase, so 
well known to ** Young America " for its elegant appointments ; 
or, as deserted wives sitting at home might prefer to call tbem, iU 
weducHve attraation$.^ 

Often as I walk along Tremont row, the din of travel is bushed, 

" Siaee then, aa if well knowD, thif elob-hooM hai been wld, and to now tli« head- 
qaarlMi of a floarith$ng religiont aaweiatioa. Hm Bomanet elab, with aa enlargad 
Itot of BMOibert, liaa obuiaad anoUiar and oqaallj fiuBOM ** itona kooaa," iSbm fonaar 
m&danaa of Hon. DavM Saan. ^« 
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^AMES DAVIS'S OB MAJOR THOMPSON'S TWO-ACBB 

PASTURE. 






i 



le gay and bostling throog ditappean ; I am again aaM»g th« 

tys of old, in that quiet ** bade sireeta leading ftom Priaon lane,** 

Lick meets ** the lane that leads to the almahoase." On the one 

de of me are those beautiftil enclosarea of orchard and garden — 

le homes of Cotton^ Davenport^ Oxenbridge^ and Penn ; while, on 

le other side (then as now), I behold the silent barial-plaoe where 

lose three faithAil pastors were at last laid side by side together. 

here wis not then a lovelier spot within the limits of Boston. } 

'here i$ not one more hallowed by the memories of those who, in 

leir day and generation, were its noblest dtiaeoa. 



} 






P. S. — In meeting again the Thacher family, I woold remaik, 
lat in a late article^ I suggested that Mrs. JToyyareC Thadier, 
uried in King's Chapel burying-ground, in 1698, appeared hj a 
ced in 1708, to be a tenant of a lot ** one rodd square,** on Coppa 
ill. My friend George M. Thacher, Esq., disturbed at the idea 
tiat this lady bad such a troubled conscience as not to have lain i 

uietly in her grave, at my suggestion examined the deed referred | 

9, and finds there, Mary instead of Jfaiyard. Tliia mistake of 1 

rauscribing must have been from the fact tliat my mind reverted 1 

one who was a distinguished person in her day, thus slitting 
notber as to whom I was, and am ^' a know-nothing." Uke 
reneral Jackson, I honestly assumed the responsibility of remofring 
he dtposiU, Events proved him to have been in the right, and 
be in the wrong. O. 



V 



i;. 



AuguMt S5, 1855. \ 



IMr. Editor : — Tearing myself away reluctantly fh>m the dnb- } 

louse, we will walk into James Davis's two-acre pasture, a^loining. i 
^e find that Johannah Davis, his widow, conveyed to her son, 
Fohn Wing, 1677 (SufT., 10. f. 218), '' all that parcel of groond, 

^ntaining two acres, near Century hill, bounded west on John | 

^aurweather, north on land late in the tenure of Mr. Cotton, or hia i 

^ . : ■. [ 

*'^itf«, p.8e.— >w. \ 
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assigns, east on Mr. Hompbrie Davie and Mr. James Allen, (<.e., 
the club-lionse, etc) This pasture was of a most peculiar triangular 
shape. Its ftont on Beacon street was only 13^ feet. The west 
line was 279 feet, and in the rear it widened to 295 feet. It ex- 
tended bacic within two or three feet of Ashbnrton place. This 
north line reached 16S feet east of Somerset street, and 3'et 
Somerset street, as now laid out, actually cuts off half of what little 
ftout the pasture originally had, leaving only a width of 5 feet on 
Beacon street, west of Somerset street. 

John Wing mortgaged the same (with other lands) to John 
Richards, who is known <u the worshipful John Richards^ perhaps 
because he was Treasurer of Harvard College. This mortgage was 
made to him in 1677, as attorney of Major Robert Thompson 
(Suir., 10, f. 219). Thus we get at once among the *' Upper Ten.** 
Major Robert Thompson always resided in England. It appears 
that he had a son Joseph, of Hackney, who had a son Joseph, of the 
Inner Temple, London, who was ancestor of William Thompson, 
of Eltsham. These lands, with various others of great value, seem 
to have been entailed b3-the '* major,** and to have been so inherited 
for eighty years. In 1758, proceedings were had to bar the entail 
(L. 93, f. 125), and the various estates were then convc3*ed in fee 
simple. This pasture was purchased by Joseph Sherburne, in 1759 
(Snir., 93, f. 193), who sold off a gore to William Vassall (the 
predecessor of Mr. Greene), in 1768 (L. 118, f. 170). After his 
decease the premises became the property of Jerathmiel Bowers, 
who, dying in Bristol County, transmitted the same to his son John 
Bowers. We have before seen that John Bowers bought all the 
lands north of Mr. Cotton's, and he thus acquired all the land 
south of Mr. Cotton's, and opened Somerset street through his 
estates, both firom Howard and from Beacon streets, the street 
being extended by the town across Jeffrey's or Cotton*s intervening 
land. 

Under this title are derived the two estates on the east side of 
Somerset street, which were included in the Pemberton square 
speculation, also a triangular*gore of the club-house estate, while 
on the west side of the street it includes most of the Church estate, 
and of the houses on Ashbnrton place north of it, and also a narrow 
portion of the houses south of it. Of the two lots east of Somerset 
street, the southerly one, 120 feet 8 inches wide, is traced through 
Bowers and Dr. Thomas Bartlett, to John Hubbard, in 1817, and 
from him, in 1834, to Abbott Lawrence, who conveyed to Patrick T« 
Jackson. The north lot, 50 feet wide on tYie «\x«feX.^\%\T%i(»\^d»»^5^ 
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Bowers, Isaao Rand, Jr., James Lloyd, Jr., Asa Hammond, and 
Robert Tomer, to William. H. Bordman, in 1814, who died seised 
in 1826, and whose heirs conveyed to Mr. Jackson in 1835. This 
house is doubtless well-remembered by many besides myself, as 
the scene of the agreeable weekly receptions of our acoompUshed 
townswoman, Mrs. H. O. Otis. 

Through the southerly of these two lots is laid oat the present 
outlet from Pemberton square into Somerset street, the portion 
south of that avenue being purchased by the late Mr. Crowninshieldt 
as an addition to his estate on Beacon street. 

Mr. Jackson became also the purchaser of the rear part of the 
lands at the north end of Pemberton square, on whidi he erected a 
large and elegant dwelling-house, for his own occupation, now be* 
longing to John A. Lowell, Esq. The view from the north wii^ 
dows of this mansion is, I think, the finest in the city. Mr. Jadcson 
after this sale resided in a much smaller house on the east side of 
the square, and at his death owned and occupied that on the west 
side, now belonging to Joseph Coolidge, Esq. 

Sixty-eight first-class brick dwelling-houses and stores were 
erected on Pemberton square and the streets adjoining, and thus 
the taxable property of the city was greatly increased. We hsTi 
got the '* almighty dollar** instead of a natural eminence with its 
terraces or *' hangings" (as they are called in the deeds), which* 
like the Boston Common, was a daily gratification to our 
citizens, and on which strangers stopped to gaze with admiration 
and delight. 

Mr. Lawrence was one of Mr. Jackson's associates in this enter- 
prise. And in bidding a final adieu to this locality, I cannot for> 
bear to acknowledge my deep professional indebtedness to the early 
and long-continued patronage of them both. And among the 
dearest treasures of memory will be the consciousness that I have 
always enjoyed the personal friendship alike of him who was 
so suddenly withdrawn from us, in the midst of his usefhlness, 
several years since, and of him upon whom the gnxe has Jost 
closed amid the regrets of our community and of the nation. 
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HAD MADAM HALEY A DAUGHTER ? 

August 27, 2855. 

m 

Mr. Editor: — My friend ** Sigma** caught me tripping a day 
or two since, in the opinion that Patrick Jeffrey was a brother of 
the Scotch Reviewer, and he proceeded to narrate so beaatiftil an 
episode of the filial condtict of a daughter of Mrs. Jcifre}- (hy her 
first husband, Alderman Haley), that I felt really glad of my mis- 
take. There is a little maxim, however, very much acted upon in 
life, called ** Tit for tat," and I must confess that I take no slight 
satisfaction, malicious though it be, in disclosing some important 
inaccuracies in the story which he has told so well. 

Dr. Samuel Brown, who received a prize for an essay on yellow 
fever in 1799 or 1800, did not marry a daughter of Mrs. Patrick 
Jeffrey. He married Nancy Jefflries, the daughter of Dr. John 
Jeffries^ by a first marriage. This marriage was opposed indeed, 
not however by Madam Hale}' or Mrs. Jeffrey, but by the bride's 
step-mother, Mrs. JeflHes. Dr. Brown and his wife did not go to 
England, and of course he did not get into successfhl practice in 
London. On the contrary, being afUlcted with what was called a 
fever sore, his leg was amputated a few years after his marriage, and 
the operation proved fatal in a short time. His beautiful but unfoi^ 
tanate wife did not long survive him. They left two daughters, 
who were adopted by Mrs. Stone, of Windsor, Vermont, a sister 
of Dr. Brown. In that town these two ladies still reside, the one 
single, the other married. Dr. Brown was one of the earliest con- 
verts to Swedenborgianism in Boston. 

It is possible that Madam Hale}* had a daughter who married 
some other ** Brown," and that they behaved in the exemplary 
manner so touchingly described by ^* Sigma.** His anecdote is too 
good not to be tme.* Gleaner. 

•"TIT lOR TAT." 

Ay§um 29, ISM. 

Mt Dbab " Oleahba: ** ^Thli it all rwj fine. Bat th«r« it uotltemjing, wlMk 
botk of at might well wear, for a phjlaeiorj «" rmnu^ konu ifldkftr it," Tho tonor 
of joor brief ovtiot woal4 load ono to lappoto, that / alto had a '< aalioioat tatitba- 
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ROBERT TURNER'S GREAT PASTURE ON BEACON 

STREET AND HILL. 

Mr. Editor : — LeRving ** Mi^or ** Thompton's triangular paat* 
ure, we come upon an extremely large estate of Robert Tomerv 
which must have extended on Beacon street from a point five feet 
west of Somerset street to and behind the State Hoose land, to a 
poiut 19 feet east of Hanoock street. In tracing the Cambridge 
street pastures of Middlecott, etc., we find that they bonnd south 
on Turner. 



tion," III haring <• eMght " y*« " tripping.* Nol at aU. T«a w«n dMiiow of Wtog 
kUtorieatljf accwate; aod, I rappoMd jom wo«l4 be ploMad to bo Mt right» •▼«■ ^ a 
matter of tririal importanee; and, in retva for mj kindneet, jo« avow that jom hara 
a '* ma/ietotM MoiiM/aetiom " in pointing out tha orrort of mj iloij! WtU« I da beliava 
tbe derU it in eTorjbodj. 

Now, dear *' Gleaner," it if emol of yon to interfora with bm^ wbes I I17 ta ba 
pathetic, who never interfere with yon, when jon labor to rvj bard to ba fbaetloMl 
Bat joa have spoiled my itory; and jon know, I dara laj, bow maeb eadar it ia ta 
mar an intereeting tala, tban ta aiaka ana. 

In the outlet, I itated, Torj eonrtiontly, that joa were mittakaa, la yovr ** e j w ni ta,* 
that Patrick Jeffrey wat the br^tktr of the Seeteb roTiewar. Ton admitted year errori 
bot, by way of rami* boms, appended tba remark, that yoa only itated at year ** Miff." 
Subtle tbii, ratber : — your ** Mirf," but not year •« ^pmien / " 

Now, what baTo I done T I bare pat nothing forth at *< HittcricaL" • I baTa raaltia 
a narrative, which I heard many yean ago; which I certainly boliered to ba trna, aai* 
of which I simply said, I tuppottd it mighi U rdUd en. If yoa are right ia year i t a t a" 
ments, and I dare say you are, the combinations of my tale clearly resemUe tome wbiob 
may be found on the pages of Heathen mythology; and all I can say Is, tbat» siaoa yam 
own that you bare enjoyed so maeb " mmUdmu 9aiUfa€ii9n/' ia breaking It ap^ yae 
are welooma te tba pieoea. 

In another article of yoart, my dear "Gleaner," yoa alluda to a slight laiataha 
which yon made between the names of Mnrg and Margartt. I was reminded, by this 
misnomer, of an inscription which I read, in 1840, upon a marble monument, ia Net* 
folk, Virginia. It was ratber an ezpenslTe concern, and erected OTor the graTa of te 
wife of CapUin Kennedy, of tha United States Navy. Altar stating tha name, agt^ 
relation, time of departure, etc, of the deceased, at the bottom were tba word% 
" Erratum, far Mtrgartt, remd Martha/' I am not quite sure as to both of Iheia 
but well remember the erratum, tba ftrst I Ibacy, that OTcr figured, se 

Toantri|y« 
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William Pell, in 1655, sells to Robert Tomer (SolT., L. 2, f. 154), 
1} acres of land between said Robert's land east, said Robert's 
land and land of Thomas Millard south, Jabez Heaton west, and 
Jeremiah Hoochin north. [Houchin owned Middleoott's pasture, 
through the centre of which runs Bowdoin street.] Jabez Heaton, 
in 1655, sells to said Turner (Suffolk, L. 2, f, 153) 1^ acres in Centcfj 
HilU between the land of said Robert east and south, the land of 
Millard south, the laud of Edward Hutchinson, Senior, west, the 
land of Joshua Scottow north, and Jeremiah Houchin north. 
[Scottow owned the pasture east of Hancock street.] John 
Leverett, in 1663, conveys to said Turner (Suffolk, L. 9, f. 308) one 
acre of land in the new field bounded on land late of Nathaniel 
Eaton east, on Thomas Millard south, on Bosworth west, and on 
Scotto north. Nathaniel Elaton married Elizabeth, widow of Wil- 
liam Pell. [Bosworth owned 5 acres, the easterly moiety of which, 
extending from 77 feet west of Belknap street to 19 feet east of 
Hancock street, he sold to Cooke.] 

We thus get four aereM into Robert Turner, the deed in 1658 
bounded in part on land already his. The other southerly abutter, 
named in the foregoing deeds, Thomas liiHard^ is the source of 
title to the State House and land west of it, so that the land already 
Robert Turner's must have been the whole front part of the land 
on Beacon street to the State House. It is therefore, not 
unlikely that Turner may have owned in sill as much as sight 



He died in 1664, and his will contains various devises to his 
children. To Joseph he gives a parcel of ground on the Century 
Hill, to be in breadth at the front 3 rods, and lie next to my son 
John's division, and to run through up to Mr. Hoachin's (i.e., 
Middlecott pasture). Also to my son Fairweaiher a house and 
land on Centurie Hill, ** formerly delivered into his possession ; " 
also a strip of ground about 3 rods in breadth adjoining to Mr. 
Lyne's (i.e., Lynde or Bulfinch's pasture). 

My win is that Ephraim shall have a share at Center Hill next 
to my son Fayerweather, to be 4 rods broad at the (groat?) and 
run through with other divisions. Also to John he gives ** a por- 
tion next to Ephraim's 3 rods broad equal to Joseph's.** He then 
gives certain legacies to be paid oat of the rents or sales of the 
Center EiU and other lands. The inventory mentions **the house 
confirmed to Fairweather and land, £200. The new frame and all 
the land at Century Hill, £200. 

Fenelqpe, executrix of Robert Tomer, in 1666, conveyed to aaid 
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]^pkraim(Uh. 5, f. 188) } of an Mre, bounded Mnlli-eavteity on tiM 
highway to the Common (i.«.« Beaoon street), noiUi-west on Jeve* 
miahHouchin(<.e.«Middlecottpa8ture),north-eafltQBMitfJB|plb^ 
south-west on John Torner. She also oonTejed to said Bphrahn^ in 
1667 (Lib. 5, f. 40), another } oiT an acre, bounded sonth-easlerlj on 
the highway to the Training place (<.«., Beaoon streeti) sonthrweat 
[north-west] on said Hoochin, and on Joshna Scotfeow, [who owned 
the 4-acre pasture west of Middleoott*s], noith-east on sald- 
Ephraim, south-west on Joseph Turner. In this deed are recited 
.the devises in the will of her husband, and It Is slated that thin 
conveyance is an enlargement of £phndm*s portion, and that ffte 
aXieraUon$ mods 6y /Ur deeds io tk€ tkSdrmi toprt nuk a$ feiided 
to ike MoH^fwdion of aUth€ brMrmi. [Her deeds, numerous and 
complicated as they are, have certainly not proved equally satisfho- 
tory to posterity.] She conveyed to her son JoM^ph^ 1670 (Lib. 6* 
f. 200), all that divUion that lyeth next the hill, as now divided ; 
bounded with the Common, south, 5 rods and 6 (bet ; on John Tnr> 
ner, 81 rods and 51 feet ; xm Jere. Houddn*s pasture, north, 4 rods 
and 8 feet, and on said John Turner, east, S9ft rods and 8 Ihet, 
with a new dwelling-house on it — > and sud Jos^ conveyed to said 
Jokn^ 1671 (Lib. 7, f. 818), about half an acre, bounded nortii on 
Houchin, deceased ; south on my land, bordering on Centery hill, 
west, and on said John, east. Said Pendope conveyed to said 
John^ 1670 (Lib. 6, f. 206^, 2 acres of land at Centre hill, bounded 
on Joseph Turner, east ; on Richard Cook, west [<.e., a line 19 feet 
east of Hancock street], Joshua Scottow, north, and Thomas 
Millard, south, with a parcel of land ft a rod broad and 80 rods 
long, bounded east on said John, west on sidd Joseph, nortii on 
Scottow, south on the Common, &ordeM*ii^«i2so on ik€'highwa}fgoiki§ 
vp to the top of the AtS, on the topofwhUA ki& ^feClb a poroel^^laiMl 
belonging to the town of Boston^ i.e., 6 rode sgnore. Epkraim Tmr^ 
ner conveyed to John Fairtoeather^ 1681 (Lib. 18, f. 450), all my 
parcels of land at Beacon Hill, between the land of said Fairweather 
and my brother John Turner. 

The result is, that John Fairweather by devise and conveyances 
gets some large portions of this estate, the easterly of whidi 
measured, as we shall find, about 260 (bet on Beacon street, by 490 
feet in depth. 

Li conclusion, I feel that I owe an apology for the unrelieved 
dulness of this article, and trust that my next may prove more 
lively and interesting. In the meanwhile, as an antidote, buy and 
leed «' Sydney Smith's Life.** ' Glbaiuu 
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xxxvn. 

OUR GREAT MEN OF 100 YEARS AGO. 

AnguMi 30f 1855. 

Mr. Editor : — In my last article, we leaTe in John Fayerweatber 
(1664-1681), among other lots of his deceased father-in-law, Rob- 
ert Turner, a tract of 260 feet on Beacon street, located 5 feet west 
of Somerset street. We haTe seen that immediately east of that 
street David Hinckley erected a costly doable stone mansion, both 
parts of which have always been occupied by some of our wealthiest 
citizens. In the easterly one, Benjamin Wiggin, brother of the 
London banker, Timoth}' Wiggin, resided for several years. His 
wife (Miss Fowle, of Watertown), was the most beautiful woman 
of her da}'. It was in her honor that Robert Treat Paine, the poet, 
offered the sentiment, ^^The fair of other towns, the Fowh of 
Watertown.** The estates west of Somerset street we shall find to 
have belonged to other citizens of the very highest consideration. 

John Fayerweatber conveyed, in 1708, the westerly part of his 
land to Jonathan Pollard (L. 21, f. 251), ^* a lot bounded south on 
the highway to the Common 185 feet, west on Gamaliel Rogers 
(who had succeeded John Turner), 490 feet 8 inches, north on 
Middlecott and Lynde 161 feet, east on Sewall (<.«., Cotton Hill 
estate), 119 feet, south x>b my homestead, 78 feet, east on the same 
to the highway.** Pollard, in 1709 (L. 24, f. 258), sold the same to 
Samuel Lynde (who thus owned through fh>m Cambridge street to 
Beacon street). Lynde, retaining a portion in the rear as an en- 
largement of his, afterwards Bulfinch*s, pasture, convej-ed the 
residue to John Barnes in 1721 (L. 85, f. 189). After various 
deeds and reconveyances, Barnes died seized in 1789, and, in 1746, 
his executors conveyed to William James (L. 72, f. 22). In 1756, 
it was conveyed by Hon. John Erving to James Bowdoin. Both 
the grantor and grantee were at the very head of the aristocracy of 
Boston 100 years ago. Bowdoin also acquired of Bulfinch a gore 
of land in the rear. 

John Fayerweaiher died in 1712, seized of the easterly part of 
his land, 124 feet wide on Beacon street, by about 800 feet deft^\ 
appraised at £280. The easterly molet; ^ 4% t^X. c(a%«MiKa0^ n^sMft^ 
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became vested in William Holbertoo and wiOi, 171t-1727, wlioee 
heirs in 1740 oonvej to Benjamin Green (L. 62, f. 42). It became 
the property of Joseph Sherburne 1745 (L. 74, f. 148). Sherborne 
owned the two-acre pasture east of it, to which this purchase formed 
an addition, giving him in all 67 feet on Beacon street. The title 
is derived ftom him through Jerathmeel Bowers and his son John, 
to David Sears, 1803, and, having been for manj years his man- 
sion-house estate, is now covered by two elegant and costly bri^ 
dwelling-houses, erected by his son and heir, Hon. David Sears, 
so well-known as one of our most wealthy and public-sphrited 
citizens.** 

The westerly moiety (62 feet on Beacon street) was conveyed to 
Samuel Sewall, in 1781 (L. 46, f. 7), who failed in 1742, when it 
became the property of Edward Bromfield (L. 65, f. 164), whose 
executors, in 1768, conveyed the same to William Phillips (L. 99, 
f. 210). He died seized, in 1804, devising to his son William, on 
whose death, in 1827, it became the property of a grandson* It is 
under this title that the Freeman Place Chapel and the two houses 
in ftont of it are held. All these successive owners have been 
among the first families in our city. 

The Bowdoin estate Is one of great interest and importance, and 
will be hereafter separately noticed. The houses of Lieut. Gov 
emor Phillips and of Grovemor Bowdoin were both placed back 
from the street, being approached by a high flight of stone steps. 
At a dinner party once given by the latter a rain occurred, and the 
weather becoming cold the steps were found to be entirely covered 
with ice. Under any circumstances there would have been almost 
a certainty that life or limb would be put in Jeopardy by an attempt 
to waUe down; and the guests had probably done Justice to the 
generous wines of their host, — a circumstance which tended to in- 
crease the difficulty. At last they all concluded to sti down on the 
upper step, and so hitch along from step to step in a perfectly rr/k, 
though, it must be confessed, in a somewhat ungracefhl manner. 
Probably, indeed, there never was an occasion where so many of 
our first citizens voluntarily took such low seats; or where the 
dignity of small clothes, silk stockings, and cocked hats was 
sacrificed to necessity or expediency in a more amusing manner. 

Glbaxxb. 

* Hob. DftTid Sean died Jabuaij Utb^ 1S71, agad 8S jmn. 
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xxxvm. 

THE NICETIES OP LAW. 

Auguti Sit 1855. 

Mr. Editor : — In this country, when a very complicated affair 
is spoken of, it is said that ^* it would puzzle a Philadelphia lawyer.** 
I am inclined, however, to doubt the Justice of the compliment — 
if it be one — which is here implied. In sound legal attainments 
and exact logical acumen the late Jeremiah Mason has, I think, 
never been surpassed. And when professional chicanery was to be 
resisted, no one could wield more effectually than he, in the cause 
of tnith and Justice, the most subtle contrivances of the law. We 
Icam that in the middle ages Schoolmen debated whether two or 
more spirits could stand on the point of a needle. The afHrmative 
of tliis proposition is abundantly proved every day among us, as a 
practical matter, in legal decisions respecting our estates and 
pro|)erty. In a recent article I alluded to two adjudications, both 
of them good law ; one, that if a line runs by Mr. A's wharf, and 
thence to low-water mark, it muH be straight throughout, because 
no change of course is indicated. In the other, a line running by 
' Mr. A's wharf and Jlats to low-water mark was held not to be a 
straight line, although one express course was prescribed through- 
out its whole extent. 

In 5 Pickering's Reports, 528, Hayden vs. Stoughton, it was 
decided, under a will proved in 1806, that a devise to a town for 
the purpose of building a school-house was a devise on condition 
that the estate vested accordingly in the town, and that on a sub- 
sequent breach of condition the estate passed to the residuary 
devisee^ and not to the heir, there being an interest in the testator 
not specifically devised, depending on the performance or non- 
performance of the condition. The Court adopt as good law an 
English decision of Chief Justibe Willes, confirmed in a subsequent 
case of Doe vs. Scott, and they thus state the rule, viz. : ^* That 
if the testator has not given away aU his interest in the land, so 
that if he were to die immediately, something would remain undis- 
posed of, it is to be presumed that he intended to give the remainder 
in such lands to the residuary devisee.** And Judge Putnam says : 
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'* It i8 clear that tlie testator did jK>t dispose of his wliole interest 
to the inhabitants. The inhabitants might not choose ib perform 
the condition* and so might forfeit their ifOere^ The testator 
might have limited over that interest specially, i.e., he might have 
made a further 8pec\fic devise of it to some one else on breadi of 
condition. If he had done so, there can be no doobt that it would 
have been a good limitation of his remaining interest. He made 
no limitation over. The inhabitants became seized of the fe^ 
simple conditional, and the contingent interest not otherwise dispoeed 
of was disposed of by the residuary clanse.'* 

In 21 Ficlc. Rep., 215, Austin vs. Cambridgeport, a testator 
had by deed granted an estate on condition that it shoald always be 
used for church purposes, and then died, and by will, proved In 
1819, devised one-fourth of all his remaining estate to his widow. 
A breach of condition occurred in 1838. She sued and recovered 
the estate thus devised to her. The court cite with approval this 
earlier case, and remark that the right of the testator was ** a con- 
tingcnt ix>8stble estate." They then add : *^ That soch an interest 
is devisable in England, seems well established by the case of Jones 
vs. Roe, 3 T. R., and the cases there cited. Chancellor Kent 
states the rule to be that alhcontingent possible estates are devie- 
able," etc. And accordingly they say: "It is a contingent 
interest in the testator, not disposed of by any other part of the 
will, and therefore falls within the residuary clause disposing of all 
the estate not before devised.** 

But in the Brattle-street parsonage case Jnst decided, Mrs. Lydia 

Hancock, by will proved in 1777, devises her mansion-house estate 

on condition that it should alwaj's be occupied as a parsonage. On 

breach of such condition she directs that it shall ^* revert to keir 

estate,** and proceeds spedaUy to devise the same over to Goremor 

Hancock, and also makes him her general residuary devisee. To 

mc this case appears (to use an elegant expression) to mn on all 

fours with those above alluded to, yet the Court decide (as elabor* 

ntely reported in the newspapers), that such a devise over is too 

remote, and therefore void in law ; that nothing passes to sndi 

devisee, and that such limitation over being too remote and voidy 

carries the condition with tt, and thus the church gets the absolute 

title free of all condition. How these decisions can stand together 

is to me inexplicable, unless they had been put upon the special 

construction of the particular statutes of devises in force at tho 

different periods, when the testator died, which seems to be 'ex- 
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pressly negatived by the approving quotations of the general 
doctrines of the English law and of Chancellor Kent. 

Further, there is a legal maxim, that ** surplusage does not 
vitiate ; " and another that the law aims rather to preserve than 
destrojf^ and acts on the Latin adage *^ ui majU valeat quam . 
pereat.** Now, observe how beautiftil an application of these rules 
is made in this last decision ! A testator makes a devise which Is 
void or a nullity. The rule respecting surplusage would, at least, 
one would sup|)ose, pro'ent its having any noxiouM effect. But not 
so. Had the testator not undertaken to make this void devise, his 
heir-at-law would have an unquestionable right to recover the estate 
on breach of condition ; but the mere nugatory attcfmpt to devise it 
away from the heir-at-law is construed not so as to preserve his 
right, but, on the contrary, is held to destroy it. Perhaps even 
the mere making of a residuary devise (unavoidable though it 
seems to be) would be equally fatal. The only rule, indeed, prac- 
tically illustrated by this decision is the Scripture one, ^^ To him 
that hath shall be given." In other words, to the diurdk to wham 
the testatrix meant to give only a qualijied interest^ the law has given 
the whole. 

It is undoubtedly true that if an absolute fee-simple estate is de- 
vised to one, and on a certain contingency the same estate is de- 
vised to another, such executory devise oirer must be upon a 
contingency to happen within a limited time (a life or Hires in being 
and 21 years, etc., after), otherwise it wiU he too remote and void. 
On the other hand, a conditional fee-simple may be granted or 

«« THE NICEnES OF LAW * — AGAIN. 
SepiemWr8, 2BSS. 

Mm. Editoe: — Th« caat of Ui« proprietor! of tbo ebvreh on Brattlo tquare m. 
MoMt Grant «f al,, wbleh jour eorre^pondeDt, '* Oleaoer," farored with a aotieo in jow 
paper of last Fridaj, vnder the appeUatioa of tbo «* Brattlo Street Paraonafo Caeo," 
mod the dediion whidi, mifortnnatelj, failf to reoeWo hit approTal, was argned beforo 
tbe Saprcno Covrt in Marob, 185S. Tbe opiaion, *< aa olaboratolj reported la tbo 
aewipapen," wai printed from tbo original manaieript of Judge Bigelow, and wulj, 
tberefure, be eonaidercdai aotbentle. Tbo roaioning of <* Gleaner" vpoa tbo law, at 
ftatcd by bim, althoagb plavaiblo, fbowt to one wbo vndontandf tbo caao tbat bo 
aeither eomprebendf tbe prineiplet of tbe oasei on wbidi be eommenta, nor tbo do- 
elf ioni wbieb be eondomnf; bnt at tbo estate If ibortlj to be eold, and bia pablie do* 
anneiatloa of tbo ** opinion " may ponibl j bare aa I^Jarioaa offeet vpoa tbo aalo. It if 
proper, perbape, to make a eligbt effort towarda tbo reeatabliabmoat of tbo Snpremo 
Coart la tbo good oetlamtioa of tbo oommaaity, bow eo lorloaily ibakon by two ••- 
iaalto from «< Gleaner.* 

Tbe eaeo of tbo panoaago roeolTod dariag tbo two yoara It was aador adTlaemoal 
tbo ipoeial atteatioa of aaob jadgo, aa woU aa tboir aaitad ooniidoratlott |fi fko^vaal 
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devised, and wlenever (qi kowmMt rgi>ie m j^ o d ) Ike mmiUhm 
i$ hroken^ the helra at law (or deTlaeea as II woald seem) nuij ra» 
cover back the estate as being an tntofcat remaining tn the teslalor 
or ancestor. Such« at least, I Ui{nk« was tlie belief of tlie piofes* 
sion, and the doctrine of oar eoorts, prior to lbs Brattle-street 
parsonage case. In view of tbs directlj oppoalts lesnlts anrlvcd at 
under circumstances seemingly Identical, it bmisI be confessed that 
the laws of the land, upon which oor dearest i%hts of person and 
property depend, are composed of jBssunfs ^ f&e moil gossamer 
fnene8M, These remarks are prelinlnaij to soms aoooont of the 
Bowiloin estate, which presented a most eoiisplcQoiis legal battls- 
field about a dozen years sgo. 



XXXEC.' 

THE BOWDOm SSZATB. 

Mr. Editos : — There has nevar been in onrcity a better battls- 
field for legal ingenuity than the Bowdc^ estate. I have men* 
tioned that John Erving, in 175l(, conveyed to James Bowdoin. 
In order not to facilitate too much the boslness of conveyancing, I 
will not state where the deed ia recorded. Several boors may be 
profitably spent in looking for it, and several boora more will, I 
think, be required for finding the deed to Mr. Erving. The deed 



eonialUtioB. Tbera was bo diaa g re— M« t ■■wigpi tka Oowt apoa fk« taal mi l t . 
Neither the Chief Jutiee, whoee Mnrloe oa tka BeMk fbr bmi* tliaa IwMlif-lv* j«an 
hu 10 esUblUhed hia jadieial rapvtatioa* bolh al koaM sai abraad«ftr pcafeaai aai 
aeeurate kaowlodse, that neither tlM •'UglfMi ttvii^ aathori^oa eatatai^* aar 
any other avthoritj, eaa fhaka It, aor thatiaaaihw of tha Oawt whoaaieap kaowladfa 
of the prioeiplea and doetrlnea of the eoaaMon law waa waD eatabUdiad wUlo "Gleanw^ 
wai niiaf vp hla gleanioga ** la pay fhadly aapenaia,* nor either of tha alliar lb«r 
able lawyers who aomposa tha Cout^nad who hava SMraaaed vpoa tho baaah tha rapa* 
tatlon.they broaght with the« fhaa the bar, dlwaatsd ftoai tlM priadplea or raaall af 
that deelflon. It Is therafora svbmlttad to tha pabBa that tha daelsioa af tha Ooart Is 
«( least as likely to be eorreet as that proaoaaaad agalast It In tha artiela aUadad la. 
In many nuttters eonneeted with asUtesb tha aathevilyar «* Glaaaar," It auiy ha adarii. 
ted, if eonelnalTO. Bat wbea a tltla d apaads apoa tha aoastraBttoa of a dead , as te 
Cnrtis v«. Frands, or npon priadplea of thaaoauaaa law aot tha aabjaataf fraqi 
InTeitigations, aa In tho Brattla-atraal easa^ thara la aai nadi hasard aC arror la 
Ing that the SnpreoM Conrt aC Jf aanahaaetta anj ha aorraot la tha law whiah thajda> 
elara — especially as thay aany lata tho darfslaa of a aasa aa prid^pf aplalaa apaa a 
praeoaadTod thaatj. L 
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to Bowdoin conveyed a k>t 137 feet on Beacon street, bounded 
west on land late^ of widow Rogers, now of John Spooner, 490 feet, 
d:c. It also incladed the lower lot of Mkldlecott's pasture, bound- 
ed west on Middlccott or Bowdoin street 78 feet. Dr. Bulfiuch 
conveyed to Mr. Bowdoin a gore of land in 1772, for the record of 
which a like long search may be instituted, llie main lot was 
bounded on the westerly line about 40 feet east of Bowdoin street. 
Governor Bowdoin died in 1790, devising to his widow for life, 
with remainder to his son, James Bowdoin, who purchased of D. 
D. Rogers (1803-1807, L. 206, f. 261 ; L. 219, f. 226), two strips 
of land, the north one measuring 156 feet, and the southerly one 
110 feet, on Bowdoin street. After whidi his land bounded south 
on Beacon street 177 feet 6 indies west on Bowdoin street, 110 
feet north on other lots sold off by Rogers, 42 feet west on the 
same, 200 feet, south on the same 40 feet 6 inches, west again on 
Bowdoin street about 257 feet, north in the rear on Samuel Parle- * 
man's estate at the southerly comer of Allston street, 90 feet 10 
inches, east on Bulfinch*s pasture, and on the Fhillii)s estate to 
Beacon street. The north part of this land is the source of title 
to the block of four houses on Bo wdoia street. 

The residue, or his mansion-boose estate, he devised, in 1811, to 
his nephew, James Temple Bowdoin, for life, with remainder to his 
issue successively in tail-male. In 1836 conveyances were made 
to bar the entail, and vest the land in said James Temple, for life, 
with remainder to his son of the same name, in fee simple. Now, 
James Temple, Senr.^ was bom in London, in 1766, and subse- 
quently naturalized here, and his son was bom in Rome, in 1815. 
I have in my volumes copies of daborate opinions of Mr. Justice 
Jackson, of Mr. Webster, and of the late Wm. C. Aylwin, as to 
the question of alienage — of entail — of conditions of residence in 
this country, annexed to the devise in tail, of the effect of the 
deeds for barring the same, etc. James Bowdoin, a son of the 
late Thomas L. Winthrop, died witiiont issoe. lie was the next 
subsequent devisee In tail befiM« tiM nlUmate devise to Bowdoin 
College, And now came the tng of war between James Temple 
Bowdoin, claiming to have barred the entail, and the College deny- 
ing his title in foto. 

An array of learned coansd were enqplojed on each side. /W 
sestioM was the important point, as the premises were vacant, and 
accordingly one morning a wooden edifice appeared, the fairy 
growth of the night, tenanted by an adequate sup\[^lY ot V&(«\.tbk^ 
to guard its preoincta. On a 8ia\M«gB«a\ T\|^Vl^vo&ai&M^^^ 
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marllj as tt came, to the great ammemeiit of tlio pabBOi who on» 
Jo3'ed the sport as the j would hare done a street ll|^t between two 
canine opponents, though this one was conduoted with entire good* 
humor and urbanity. At last a oompromise was made (184i)« 
Joint deeds were given, the College reoeiving three-tenths of the 
proceeds. This estate embraced six housee on Beacon atreet* five 
on the south and four on the north side of Ashburton place, and 
also the New Jerusalem Church ; and it maj be remaiked thai resi- 
dents in this neighborhood can within the distance of little more 
than one hundred feet have their choice of fbur klnde of preaohlng, 
— Baptist, Scotch F^sbyterian, Congregatlonalist, and Sweden* 
borgian. 

Governor Bowdoin was a man of great abOitj and firmness, wlio 
rendered the Commonwealth important service, under very trying 
circumstances. The suppression of Shay's InsurrecUon devolved 
upon him, and of course, in certain quarters, entailed upon hia 
much odium. His antagonist. Governor Hancock, was the popu- 
lar idol of the day ; but posterity has, I tldnk, rendered a more 
Just and discriminating verdict as to the relative merit of theee two 
chief magistrates. On one occasion they both appeared to advan* 
tage. Governor Bowdoin offered to give his large lot at the comer 
of Tremont Row and Howard street to the Brattle-street Sodety, 
for the erection of a church. Governor Hancock, and with him a 
majority of the society, decided not to accept the gift. He ther^ 
upon subscribed £200 for rebuilding on the old' site, and Governor 
Hancock gave, besides a bell, the sum of £1,000 towards the same 
object. 



" CONTEMPT OP COURT.^ 

8€pi€mh€r 4^ 285S.* 

Mb. Editor: ^ Your correspondent *^ Z.** seems to regard me 
as quite preBuming^ In expressing a doubt of the correctness of 
certain decisions of our Supreme Court. He dwells with much 
emphasis on the Indisputable talent and learning of Ite several 
members, and announces the long period of time which they had 
devoted to the consideration of tiie case alluded to. Admitting 
that there Is a province In which I may legitimately form and 
express an opinion, that might be entitled to somE^ weight, he yet 
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considers that I wholly transcend that province when I nndertake to 
Judge what land is oonireyed by a deed, or wJuU tiiU passes by a 
will. I really oonceiTe that with these two deductions there is 
nothing left for a conveyancer, these being (he two Aindamental 
matters of inquiry involved in every investigation which he is 
called upon to make. 

I deem it the rights — aye, more than that, — the duty of every 
loyal member of the profession fairly and candidly to criticise any 
legal decision which he shall think erroneous, fh>m however hig^ 
a tribunal it may emanate ; and although it may happen to be 
founded on a deliberation of Ctoo, or even ot fifteen^ years. I cer- 
tainly yield to no one in respect for the law or its ministers. As 
to the Judge who delivered the opinion spedally commented upon 
I will say that I have always felt for him a sincere personal regard, 
— that, although the youngest member of the Ckmrt, I think him 
one of the ablest, — and that, considering the decision as emanating 
ttom them all, I do not believe that the views arrived at could 
possibly have been elated with greater legal precision, clearness, 
or accuracy. It was a master-piece of technical reasoning. 

In the case of Curtis ve. Francis ^ I conscientiously believe that 
no person ever did read^ or ever can read^ the deed in question with* 
out the most entire and absolute conviction of the ocfuoZ intent of 
the grantor to sell, and of the grantee to buy, a tract of land in* 

1 THB LAW AG AUr. 

Mr. EoiTom: — '* Olcft&tr * InfoniM «• that h« ihan dl« ia tho fkltli tint th« «ut o 
Cttitw ▼■. f^aneU wiU be OTerralad oo« of thM* dayt. I wUl not iofli«t on yo v tmAtn 
an argnnenl against thia opinion of ** Olaanar'a." Soeh a diwoatioB wovM be qvlta aa 
amniiog, and, perhaps, aa profitable, as a history of the Cambrid g e- s treet pastwes. Tho 
ease has not yet been reported; bnt If " Gleaner's'' own statement of tho point deeided 
is eorreet, it is Tory apparent that he will be the solitary martyr to hia fhith. Why 
«< Gleaner" should traTol so far ont of his path to attaek the decision in the BratUo* 
street Chvreh ease was, at first, mysterions. It ia no longer so. « 

We remember tho old stoiy of a traToller down east, who, one day, saw a diild sitting 
on the roadside, blnbbering OTof a hay-eart npset in tho highway. '* Why don't yom 
call your father instead of whimpering orer yonr misfortune 7 " said the traToUer. ** I 
wovld," replied the boy; «< bnt tho of it ia, that dad ia under tho load.* 

Ko one doubts tho right of ** Gleaner," or any other oompetent person, *' Ihlrly and 
candidly to criticise any legal decision which ho shall think erroneous;" butsareasm and 
ridicule are unbecoming weapons to use against such a tribunal as tho SupresM Court 
of Massachusetts,— especially In oriticising a decisieu wfaero *' no labored esamlnatioA 
of authorities" had been ouido by the critic, and hia knowledge of the case is, by hia 
own confession, exceedingly superfidaL 

The opinion of tho laU Mr. Justice Hubbard upea tho win of Mrs. Hancock, to whisk 
" Gleaner" so co mp l a cenUy refers^ I havo always been Infcnsed was not atatt uponthn 
folBt of tho Talldily or iuTalidlty of the dorlsa. It waa only that tho Intcfcit af ansh 
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cloded within pandlel straight lines. I belleft Uuit sn^ Is ths 
leyol effect of the oooTeyanoe,-* that (as I liave said elsewhsis) a 
line is oat line, and that a line broken off in the middle, and one 
part detached ftt>ni the other, is as impossible In the tme constno* 
tion of a deed as in a proposition of Endid. I shall die with m* 
altered convictions on this point. I hare, theiffoce, ckailj and 
unequivocally expressed them. TkU dMiaixm^ I am penmad§df 
aught to 6e, and eveniuaO^ witt fte, ovemded. If I know mj owa 
heart, I sliould have expressed the like disapproval of It had Ua 
effect been to put into Mr. Francis's possessi<m an estate of 850,000 
instead of depriving him of it. 

In relation to the Brattle-street parsonage case I had never been 
consulted directly or indirectly. I had merely heard that fbm 
estate was devised on condition. I had formed no ** preconceived 
opinion** on the question involved, except. Indeed, sndi as aioaa 
from the satisfaction which I felt when I learnt how the case. had 
been decided. Jfy snUrt tjpmpaikjf and good wUh^M wef vritk fte 
Society. But it seemed to me, on reading the decision, that, Uka 
the other case, it was founded on errontoue a^ioaiUm of a mmnd 
rule of law. I have made no labored examination of anthorltiea. 
1 have merely referred to two prior a4Jadicatlons, and presented 
certain general views which happened to occur to me as Mkowing 
the nice and ehadowy dietinctione knoum to ike law of ike load. I 
had never conversed with any of the parties or counsel oi^>osed to 
the Society. I ain noto, however, authorized to state that a written 

b«ir, whatoTW H might b«, WM tnaifdnbto b/ ftatigamwii. This inforaaUoB vaj \m 
•rroneou; b«t MneUdof b«tler than hwunj will be reqnind to prov* tiwl ** OImmt * 
if joitified in bouiiag of lo Ulattriovt % prt d eet w or. 

It if triM that khm yeMt ainee a bill wm Sled by the daMons of the •haroh, pnyiaf 
for leaTo to mU tbo panonase of Uto» aad that tho bill waa dJimJiaad *' Oloaaai^* graaS 
" napeet for tbo law and ito miniatera " will bo gratiSod by loamiag that tho dimtaarf 
of the bill waa not predieated *' on a diroeU/ oppoaito oonatmoUon of tho wlU ftoaa thai 
to whieh tho aaoM Govt have now arriTod," nor yet upon a more mattor of fbnn. Tha 
Court thought they had no authority to order a aalo of tho eatato and a ralnToataaanl af 
tho proeeeda upon tho aaaio ooaditloB* 

I do not and noTor did doubt " Gleaner'a'' paramount authority upo« aooM malton 
eonneotod with eaUtea. But, aa I aaid before, without denying tho Talno of hia opInloiMit 
there are other pointo in oonToyaneing, aa to whieh, in aiy Toiy humbla Judgaaoa^ 
the authority of the Supremo Court, it ia not impoaaiblo, atay ba fuU aa giea^ If Ml ' 
greater than that of their eritio. Certoin it ia that the doliberato opiaioB of laaaa als 
able jndgea, who aeparately and together for two yeara aaref uUy oonaldeied and rtweiyify 
underttood thia diffioult and important eauae, oannot bo impaired ia publto aaHmiHna 
by anoora and aareaama, howoTor diatingubhed tbo aoureo whenoo they pfoeaod. Ia 
tho preaent inatanoe the ** Tiger of tho eritla^a bow * by no moans equals tho ** ?anem 
ofhJaafaaft.* L 
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opinion exists, in their possession, drawn up b}* the late Mr. Justice 
Hubbard, before he became a member of the Bench, which adopts 
the precise construction of this devise, at wliich I arrived without 
knowing that ^* I was following in the footsteps of so illustrious a 
predecessor/' *^ Thai each of u$ should have adopted the eame 
**j>{atMi&{e view** is a coincidence &y whieh^ I confees^ that I fed 
much gratified. 

Still further. Only a few years ago a bill was brought in behalf 
of the same church, for leave to sell this very land. The bill was 
dismissed by a formal decree. The opinion then delivered has 
never been published, and its precise grounds are unknown to me. 
It would seem that it must have been on a directly opposite con* 
atruction of the will from that to which the same Court have now 
arrived^ unless it turned upon some matter of form, which can 
hardly be supposed, as a Court of Equity will always allow any 
amendment in matters of form wliich will enable them to do Jus- 
tice between the parties. 

I had not, of course, the slightest wish or intention of prejudic- 
ing the sale of the estate. I supposed that the rights of all per- 
sons interested had been finallj* and irrevocably fixed by a decision 
to which all had been made legally parties, and that the law was, at 
least, well settled as to them and as to this parcel of land, as fully 
as it is in a capital case after the accused has been acquitted or 
executed. 

Infallibility is the attribute only of the Judgment-seat of God. 
Already there exists a large volume devoted to the enumeration of 
** cases doubted and overruled." 

We have no Judge Kane in this latitude. Imprisonment in the 
•acred cause of human Areedom, under the odious doctrine of con- 
tempt of Courts — an imprisonment perpetuated by Judicial etiquette 
— has made the Jail of Passmore WiUiamson the roost honorable 
abode in Pennsylvania. The ermine of Massachusetts has upon it 
no such spot or blemish. Her Judges need no champion — cer- 
tainly not one who resorts to personalities. They may, indeed, 
well challenge the Just criticism of the world. Far distant be the 
day when they shall feel themselves above listening to the honest 
ientiments of even the humblest citizen I Gleaxcr. 



\ 
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XIX 

CONTEMPT OP COURT. 

StptfwiUr tf, 2855, 

Mr. Editor : — Id a recent article we have seen that the dootriiit 
of contempt of Court, when enforced by an arbitrary and nnfffiii- 
ctpled Judge, is as utterly subversive of personal liberty as was the 
Bastile, with its kUre$ de cachet^ in the worst days of the Frendi 
monarchy. But tlie subject has its comic as well as its serious 
aspect. 

The late Sheriff Henderson and Mr. James Allen, a descendant 
of the Rev. James, were particular friends. On a trial of great 
interest Mr. A. had taken his seat within the bar, and others (bl« 
lowed his example, so that the Court ordered it cleared fbr the 
convenience of the attorneys. The sheriff* spoke to Mr. Allen, 
and then returned to his seat. He, however, presuming on bis 
acquaintance with the sheriff, did not move, but began msking 
knowing grimaces at him, deprecating his farther interference. 
Instead of treating it as a joke, the sheriff exclaimed to the Court, 
^' May it please Your Honor, I am insulted I " — *^ How? And by 
whom ? ** — *^ Mr. Allen is making up mouths at me I ** — ^^Who saw 
him ? *• — ** I,** said a bystander. — " Mr. Clerk, swear him.** The 
witness was sworn, and testified accordingly. The Judge said, 
^' Mr. Sheriff, commit Mr. Allen for contempt of Court/* He was 
accordingly taken off to a lockup, which already contained two 
thieves and vagabonds. They swore that he should not come in 
unless he treated. He was thus mulcted with a supplementary fine, 
after which he enjoyed their agreeable society till the hour came 
for the adjournment of the Court, when he was brought in, placed 
in the malefactor's seat, suitably reprimanded, and disdiarged. 
He doubtless went home deeply impressed with a sense of the 
majesty of the law, the vindication of which had required a resort 
to these dignified proceedings. He made no more smiling grimaoea, 
at least for that day. In becoming a loiser, he became also e 
sadder, man. Glbaxxb. 
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Xlill. 

D. D. R06ERS*S 2} ACRES. 

Mr. Editor: — We have already seen that John Fayerweather 
held and disposed of a lot 260 feet on Beacon street, and 490 feet 
deep, held ander his father-in-law, Robert Turner — or ab<nU 3 
acres. There was still left of this Turner estate, between the 
Bowdoin estate and the State-Hoose lot, a tract measuring 190 
feet on Beacon street, 490 feet on the east line, 140 feet hi the 
rear, and westerly 571 feet on tht hightoay leading to the monuisMni 
and an Beacon hill (l.e., the entrance of Mt. Vernon street); 
the contents, according to the estimate of the deeds, being 2| 
aeree more. John Fayerweather, not satisfied with his other lot, 
takes a portion of this also. Thus he and his wifs convey to 
Benjamin Alford, 1685 (L. 18, f. 829), three-fourthe of an acre^ 
bounded south on (he Common^ west on the highway leading to the 
hill, north and east on John Turner. Alford's executrix for £350 
conve^'s to her son John Alford, 1715 (L. 82, f. 94), with a slight 
perversion of the points of compass, bounded east on the training 
field, south on the way leading to Beacon bill, west and north on 
Gamaliel Rogers's heirs. John Alford makes a trust settlement 
by way of Jointure, 1718 (L. 88, f. 95). John Alford, of Charles- 
town, sells to William Molineaux, 1760 (L. 95, f. 283), bounded 
in fh>nt on Bacon street 100 feet, then runs north a little east 867 
feet [bounded by a highway leading to Beacon Hill. — Ed.], then 
east bounded on John Spooner 78 feet, then south to the street . 
342 feet [this side also bounded on Spoooner. — Ed.] — a plan 
being recorded. William Molineaux built a mansion-house, quite a 
splendid one for those days, and died 1774. It was appraised at 
£600. 

The Commonwealth, in 1782, conveyed the same to Daniel 
Dennison Rogers, as the confiscated estate of Charles Ward 
Apthorp. (1782, L. 135, t. 6.) Said Charles Ward Apthorp, as 
administrator of Molineaux, brought an ejectment to try title as 
late as 1780, but nnsuccessfhlly. (Suffolk^ I7&^t. %1«^ 

This land bounded both nortk anA^a^fyik IQdaXaxA.^ "^Ob^ 
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Turner. He died in 1681, empowering bis execator to mU Uo 
*' house and land at tlie nppv end of the oonunon or training Md« 
and tlie land at Beacon hill ;" who according^ sold to Geoige Monk^ 
16H1 (L. 12, f. 114), a dwdling-hoQse and twoaores of land, nl 
the upper end of the Common, bounded south-east on the CommoAy 
and running l>ack to Mr. lUddlecottTs land, and horn the comer 
post of Mr. Fayerweather to Mr. Wharton's land. (MiddleootI 
and Wharton owned pastures on Cambridge street.) 

Monk sold to Gamaliel Rogers, 1690, (L. 14, f. 40S), bounded 
south-east on the highway between it and the almshouse 90 DmI» 
then south-westerly on Ben. Allbrd 840 feet, south-easteriy on samo 
76 feet, then on CoL Samuel Shrimpton 204 feet, *^ by a paroel of 
posts on the side of Beacon hill," in the rear on Mr. Middlecott, 
etc., 140 feet, and then 490 ftet on Fayerweather (l.s., tiM 
Bowdoin estate). Thus we find that as earfy as 1690 the olsis- 
house (in which our disUnguished townsman, Geoige Ti<^nor, now 
lives) had been built on part of the Common. ' Gamafiel Rogers 
died 1709. His executrix sells to Ebenezer, 1799 (L. 89, f. 189), 
who conveyed to Margaret Hurst 1789 (L. 78, t, 28), 
and the title passing through Joseph Gerrish, Charles Fioton, and 
John Spooner, geU into Thomas Bromfield 1768 (L. 99, f. 287), 
and, being subsequently traced . through Barlow Trecolhi^ and 
John Tomlinson, Charles Ward Apthorp, James Ivers, this lot, 
like the other, gets united in Daniel Denidson Rogers. 

He laid out Bowdoin street In continuation of Middkoott street, 
selling off lots fh>nting 200 feet on the east side of that street, and 
the remaining lands north and south of those lots to James 
Bowdoin, whose large ownership on that street, as we have seen, 
afforded the town the opportumty of robbing Mr. Middleoott, by 
changing the name of his street into Bowdoin street. The land 
west of Bowdoin street was retained by Mr. Rogers. He erected 
upon it the mansion-house which he continued to occupy till Ms 
death. It is the source of title to all the block east of the State 
House, and also to sundry houses toward Deme street. 

One of the houses east of Bowdoin street, built on land sold l^ 
Rogers, became the property of the late Thomas J. Eckley. It 
remained vacant for very many months, no tenant being found who 
would pay the rent demanded. An amusing incident happened 
from this circumstance. Certain females, of sometlung mors than 
doubtftil character, took possession in a quiet manner, without 
paying any rent, and held their nightiy oigies unsuspected. At 
last one of their Tisitors got by accident Into the next adjoining 
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hoase, and so alarmed its qnlet and orderly female inmates that 
an explanation ensued, and the domicile which had been honored 
bj these temporary occupants became again vacant. 

Glbaxbr. 



ALLEGORICAL— NOT HISTORICAL. 
StfiUmUr 9t 18SS. 

Mr. Ei>noR : — If my arrow, qfler hitting iU mark (as I thinic 
it did), glanced off and hit your correspondent (Z.) I can only 
say that I did not know that he was there, and assure him that he 
need be under no apprehensions ftt>m *^ the venom of the shaft.** 

No one laughed more heartily than myself at his amusing alle- 
gory. I thinic the following, tliough certainly devoid of the lil(e 
humor, is more in accordance with the facts. ** Father** wanted to 
send a valuable load, and, like everybody else, employed Shaw & 
Co.*s Express, who are known to be trusty, intelligent, and expcri- 
enced persons. His intention was that it should be taken to the 
end of Drake's wharf, and thence ever a Mdge buiU many yeare ago 
in the same ^raight line^ and communicating with the Jlag-etaff on 
Castle ieland. The driver thought he saw this bridge ranging in a 
southerly instead of an easterly direction Arom the end of the 
wharf, and, ttom this mietake of monumente^ drove overboard. 
I happened to be looking on, and, instead of scolding or *^ blub- 
bering,** forthwith tried as hard as I could to rescue the goods. 
But the vehicle upset about forty feet south of the wharf, and, the 
wind and tide being against me, I was obliged to abandon them to 
the sharks in that vicinity. 

Seriousl}', Z. doubts that Mr. Justice Hubbard ever gave a writ- 
ten opinion as to the Brattle-street parsonage case adverse to the 
last decision of the Court. The columns of a newspaper are not 
the best vehicle for publishing such a document ; but I assert, as a 
person of veracity, that this will loat submitted to him for an 
opinion as to what title was in the Society, and what title was in 
John Hancock, and who were entitled nnder him to claim the es- 
tate, and in what proportions, in case the condition should be 
broken. His opinion occupies three closely written pages. The 
result at which he airrives is, that the title of the church was on a 
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▼alid eondiiUm; that the derise orer was a ** ooodiUooal Bndt*- 
tion,** and the right ander it vested In John Hancock. He pio* 
coeds to consider the descents, deeds, and deyfaes since his dealht 
and examines their legal bearing npon tlie title and estate thqs 
given to Mr. H. The Coart have decided that there is no conctt- 
tion legally annexed to the ownership of the Society, — that John 
Hancock and those daiming under him have not, and never ham had^ 
any title to this land. Z.*s position then seems to be this, — that 
Mr. Hubbard did not mean to say or imply that in his o(4nloa tte 
Hancock heirs had any title whatever ; but that this opinion, elabo- 
rate and learned as it is, was devoted to considering in whom and 
where nothing vested ; whether nothing could be lawfhlly conveyed 
or devised ; whether or not Mrs. Perkins inherited one^ird undU 
vided of nothing^ etc I never met with an^'thing to beat this, 
except, perhaps, a deed of a moiety of a house, where, among tiM 
privileges granted, was an undivided half ^ ^® rii^t of ardiing 
over a certain passage-way. 

Further, Hon. Simon Greenleaf, in 1842, had this will submitted 
to him for an opinion. His reputation as Professor of Law ia 
Harvard College, and as author of some of the best text-books in 
the profession, obtained for him the offer of a seat on the Bendi 
of the Supreme Court, which, however, he declined* He too. It 
would seem, saw nothing too remote in this devise to John Han- 
cock, which made it void in law; since he also has given a' 
written opinion as to who will, in his Judgment, be entitled to tiUs 
land under this will, as heirs of John Hancock^ on breach of the 
condition. 

Z. has reconciled, to his own satisfaction, the first and the last 
decisions of the Court itself in regard to this estate, — their disa- 

TUB BRATTLE-STREET PARSONAGE 0A81. 
SepUtmber JO, 285S. 

Mr. Editor: — " Ql«aner " hmTinf lolemnlj MMTent«d that tb« Ut« Mr. Jititt 
Habbard did fire a written opinion npon Mrs. Ilaneoek'a will, ■aeh donbtleM was tb« 
fact. It wonld be nneottrteoni to saj that *' Gleaner" cannot nnderrtand a plain propo- 
■ition, jet there it onlj one altematire bj whieh to aooonnt for his l«dieroas pe c f * 
•ion of what he ii pleaied to eall m j *' position " in referenoe to thie ofdnion. Hit 
manifest misapprehension <^ a Terj plain statement, added to the evident faet thai h* 
neither eomprebends the judgment whieh he praises so hif hlj, nor jet the law of tb« 
ease, are not calculated to ereate eonfidenee in the aeonraej <^ his statements as to tb« 
oontents of a written opinion. There is this farther reason for doubting his ooROSitMH^ 
▼it., that Jndge Hubbard tat at the hearing of Grant d aU ee. Hanooek d al., wUok 
he would hardi J hare done find he prefiuunl j given, at eountel, an opinion oovuriag 
ererj point of oontrorerqr arising out of the will. If «« Gleaner" wonld snbstantlnto 
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Towaly in the one case, of any Jarisdiction to order a sale and re- 
investment of proceeds, and their exercise of such Jarisdiction in 
the other case. I wish he would also try his hand at reconciling 
the two published decisions^ to which I shall call his attention in a 
few daj's. If he can do so I shall indeed cheerfully admit the 
vigor of hU bow. He is desirous to see the opinion of Mr. Hub- 
bard. I am desirous to see the first opinion of the Court, about 
which he seems so well informed. How happens it not to have 
been published f Is there not a law that aU decisions shall be 
published, and within a limited time? Did the Court feel dissatis- 
fied with the decision, and intend subsequently to modify or 
reverse it? Gleaneb. 



XLIV. 

A CHALLENGE TO Z. 
StpttmUr lOt 1855. 



Mr. EDrroa: — The following are the tvco published decisions of 
the Supreme Court to which I promised to call Z.*s attention. 

In the case of Tjier v«. Hammond, 11 Pick. Rep., 193, March 
term, 1831, for the recovery of very valuable land in Boston, it 
was decided by the Supreme Court that ** where a deed of land de- 
scribes it as bounding on a road^ but sets forth metes and bounds 
which plainlj* exclude the road, no pari of the soil and freehold of 
the road passes by the grant.** Mr. Justice Wilde, in delivering a 
very learned and satisfactory opinion, accordingly says : **^ 5y 



Uf boM( «f raeh a pwdeeenof, l«t th« opinion ipeok for ItMlt I, for ont^ hmw bo 
oonfidoBoo is bii teoovBi of ii. 

Aftor aU.^nnloM «« Qloanor* doomi hiouolf jiuUfiod la oxoloimiaf with FolfUfl; 
** Tko lawt of England aro at mj oommand. Happj aro aU thej wbieh aro mj fHonda 
and woo to mj Lord Chlof Jnatioo,*— it Is roallj of no oonicqnonoo whothor Jndgo 
Habbaid And Mr. Ooeonleaf did or did not giro tho opiniona attrlbatod to thom. Tho 
Bnpromo Conrt lettlo tho law. Thoj have mado a maitorlj jadgmoni in this oaio^ 
allor hoaring argnmonts and boftowing groat and nnnraal doliborationi npon tho pointi 
of It. Pnblio oonfidonoo on tho oorroetnon of their dodrion is not to bo thakon bj tho 
oppodto opinions of eo«nsol« boworor ominont, oron thongh Indorstd bj ''Qloanir.* 
MocoofWtaa 

Vono OTor Mt tfM balltr dmw 
With good opinion of tho law, 

or Its mlalstsiB olthor, this oonidonoo U stiU loss Ukol j to bo dimlnisbod bj tho noon 
or sanasa of ono^ or oron of a ssoro of mnsnoosssfol litigants, who^ nndor tho psotonot 
of «BBdid«ltlolsB,haTothobBdtastopnbUoljto«Ehlblttholrv«Balloa. S. 
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the terms of the descriptUm the rocui It Hceettariljf exAwAed^ U It 
equivalent to an ea^preee dedaratiom thai %o pari of fftt rood It 
inttwded to he conveyed; and it it perfectly dear that the fee in fft« 
road cannot pose ae appurtenant to the land o/^yoining.** Tlie law 
on this point was thus settled after the Aillest advisement and ooo- 
sideration of all opposite opinions and dieta^ and, I maj add, in 
exact conforroitj with oammoii-ttiiM. 

Twenty 3*ears pass awaj*. This decision is acted on withoot tiie 
slightest hesitation as sound law, and innamerahle oonrejances 
are mude and constraed with reference to it. At last conies the 
case of Newhall vt. Ireson et al., 8 Gushing Rep., 595, Korember 
term, 1851, when we find the same Court deciding that **a deed cfo- 
scribing tJie boundary line of the land conveyed as running northefiy 
a eeriaiH distance to a highway^ and from thence upon the highway 
passes the land to the centre of the highway^ although the distance 
^[>ecijled by actual measurement carries' the line only to the souiherig 
side of the highway.** The caseof Tj'ler vt. Hammond was referred 
to in the argument. Chief Justice Shaw cited the langoage of the 
deed under consideration as ** running northerly 7 poles to ike 
county road^ and from thence upon the road 22 poles to the first* 
mentioned bound,** and then saj's: *^The ordinary consiruetion of 
such a deed to the highway^ and from thence upon the highway^ would 
carry the land to the middle of the highway. Sudi is the established 
presumption governing the construction of a deed in the absence of 
controlling wonls/* He makes rarious other references, but does 
not cite the case of Tyler vs. Hammond. He adverts to the fact 
that the measurement onl}* reached to the southerly side of the 
road, and adds : ** But the Court are of opinion that this fact doee 
not rebut the strong presumption that boundary cm a highway is ad 
filum via. The road is a monument, the thread (i.e., centre) of 
the road in legal contemplation is that monument or abuttal.** And 
according]}* the Court bold that the actual measurements of the 
deed are controlled by the fact that in legal presumption it meant 
to run^ and did run^ to the centre of the road. 

I apprehend that your correspondent Z., who thinks it hardly 
allowable for third persons to difier from the Court, will be rather 
embarrassed by the evidence thus afforded that, within the short 
period of twenty years, the Court has diflTered thus totally from itself 
in the enunciation of a general principle of law, constantly acted 
upon in the daily transactions of the community, — and this, too, 
without expressly overruling the former case, or evj^n, indeed, «!• 



98 CiTT Document No. 105. 

loding to it in the most incidental manner, or indieating the least 
consciousness of introducing anj* new doctrine. 

As the law on this subject stands by the latest decision, a 
grantor selling an estate bounded south on State street will be 
deemed to convej' to the centre of tlie street, — a doctrine which, 
I think, will surprise some who are in the habit of congregating in 
that localit3\ If a grantor la3*s out a street through his own land, 
and, meaning to retain the fee of it, sells off lots on each side 
bounded north and south on the street^ he will discover that he has 
unwittingl}' parted with the fee of the street also, and ma}* thus be 
most seriously embarrassed ; since if he wishes to use the same 
highwa}' as a means of access to his other lands he may find him- 
self legally a trespasser on the soil where he thought himself a jnt>- 
jmetor. 

And now, Mr. Editor, I gladly leave the barren field of legal 
criticism to visit the sunny slope of Beacon hill. 

Gleakee. 



XLVe 

THE BEACON AND MR. THURSTON'S HOUSE. 

Stpitmher 22^ 2855. 

Mr. EDrroR : — As our citizens pass along Bowdoin street they 
may notice a block of three houses at the corner of Bowdoin place, 
the first of which is owned and occupied by one whom we all 
delight to honor, — President Quinc}'. Few probably are aware of 
the interest which attaches to this precise locality. Among the 
lots sold by D. D. Rogers, this estate, 80 feet front and rear, was 
in 1A02 conveyed by him to William Thurston (208, f. 86). There 
have been some subsequent, but very slight, changes of boundary 
between him and Mr. Rogers. This land adjoined the extreme 
summit of Beacon hill. His west line was on the lot 6 rods 
square, in the centre of which stood the beacon or monument 
itself. 

The exact location of the beacon and of the 99 feet square within 
which it was erected is easily pointed out. If a person should 
walk fh>m Park street northerly into Mt. Vernon street, and con- 
tinue 60 feet northerly of the north line of that street (where it 
takes a westerly direction) he will come to the south line of this 
reserved lot of the town. In other words, the sooth line of 99 
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feet Is exact! J 60 feet nortb of Ht. Vernon street. Tlie nortberij 
line is exactly 159 feet north of Mt. Vernon street. Tlie westeity 
line comes about a dozen feet inside of the reservoir and of the 
houses south of it ; and the east line coincides with the west line 
of Thurston's and Rogers' land, <.«•« with the east line coottnued 
of that part of Mt. Vernon street which runs north ftom Beaooa 
street. Temple street is now laid out through this monument lot, 
leaving, as above stated, a gore of about 12 feet of it west of 
that street. Th€ monument Usdf mu$t have eiood on the etui eide 
of Temple street^ about 6 feei eouth of a point qppoe&e to the eoutk* 
eait comer of the reeervoir. 

Mr. Thurston, in 1804, erected on his estate a house, from 
which he could literally look down upon all his fellow-dtiiens. It 
stood in about the centre of his land fW>m north to south, while it 
was but (too feet distant on the west from the monument lot. It 
was approachable onlj* by steps, and it was even found necessaij 
to hoist up all his wood, etc. In the 12th Mass. Rep., 220, is a 
very celebrated law case — of Thureton vs. JJoaoocX;— from whidi 
it appears that the defendants in 1811 dug down their land on the 
west 60 feet below the original level, and the earth fell in, leaving 
bare his cellar wall, etc., and rendering his house itself ansafh, so 
that it had to be taken down. His damages were laid at $20,000. 
The decision was, that *^ no action lay for the owner of the house 
for damage done to the house ; but that he woe entitled to an actkm 
for damage arising Jfrom the falling of his natural soU into the pit m 
dug J* A very learned opinion was given by Judge Parker* It was 
founded on the idea that Mr. T. must have known that Ids next 
neighbors ** had a right to build equally near to the line, or to dig* 
down the soil for any other lawful purpose ; " and that, ** fr9m the 
shape and nature of the ground, it was impossible to dig there 
without causing excavations." 

This opinion has always been unsatisfactory to many of the pro- 
fession. The town had owned this 99 feet square on the summit 
of the bill, with the 30-feet way to it, for the purpose of sustaining 
a beacon, and as a spot accessible to all citizens and strangera. 
It could not reasonably have been supposed that for any sam of 
money, much less that for a mere mess of poUage^ the town ooold 
have been induced to part with the one object that made it indis- 
putably the queen of all the cities on this continent. This area on 
the summit of the hill having been retained for these hi^ pahlie 
objects, the adjoining individual owners would have held their 
lands subject to the easement that this area and the way to it 
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should forever remain unmolested ; and, but for the suicidal act of 
the town itself in selling the same, I conceive that we never could 
have been deprived of this, the crowning glorj and beauty of our 
metropolis. Mr. Thurston was, I think, entitled to damages, and 
vindictive damages too, against parties using their adjoining lands 
for a purpose which neither he nor any one els^e could reasonably 
have anticipated, — a purpose tc/itVA, Hiough noi prompted ly any 
special malice againei Irim, ought to have been regarded om indU 
eating a general malice against tlte whole community ^ and therefore 
to have been visited with the most severe punishment* 

Glraker. 



XliVI. 

HANGING. 

September 12^ 1855. 

** NoM ev«r felt tbe baiter draw 
With good opinioa of tfaa law.* 



Mr. Editor : — Tour corrcs|)ondent (Z.), abandoning argument, 
has dosed the discussion between us by the above discourteous 
quotation. I will, however, use it as a text for a few remarks on 
the subject of ^^ Hanging.'* While John Hancock was Governor 
of the Commonwealth Kachel Whall was hung in Boston for high- 
way robber}'. Her offence consisted in twitching from the hand 
of another female a bonnet, worth |)erhai)s 75 cents, and running 
off with it. The most urgent applications for her pardon were un- 
successful. I mention this not to the disparagement of the Gov- 
ernor. He doubtless acted from a sense of dutj', thinking it best 
for the community' that the laws of the land, — however ft*ighUblly 
severe, — while thej* were laws, should be executed. A lad of 18 years 
of age was hung in Salem for arson during the administration of 
Governor Strong, similar appeals in his favor being considered and 
overruled. Yet the intelligence and the humanity, alike of the 
Executive and of the Council, notwithstanding the result arrived 
at in both these instances, were unquestionable* 

Within the sant period a gentleman of this city saw a girl of 
17 hung in London for stealing a silver cream-pitcher. Edward 
Vaile Brown was hung in Boston for burglary committed in the 
bouse of Captain Osias Goodwin, in Charter streeti and atealuk^ 
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thercfW>m sundry artlclet. I once owned a set of the Old Balkj 
Trials (1775, 1825), embraced in a series of perhaps 50 quarto 
Tolames. The earliest of these Tolumes contained the detidls of 
the trial of the unfortunate Dr. Dodd, for forgery, whose toocMiig 
appeal for mercy, here recorded, was fruitlessly enforced by the 
splendid eloquence of Johnson. In a later volume, long after the 
commencement of the present century, eight separate capital con* 
victions are recorded as one dafsjob of a single tribunal, the cal* 
prits being all boys and girls between the ages of ten and tlxtecfi, 
and their offences petty thefts. 

One case I remember of peculiar Judicial atrocity. A young 
girl of 17 was indicted fbr stealing a roll of ribbon worth three 
shillings. The prosecutor^s testimony was to this effect: **The 
prisoner came into my shop and bought some ribbon* I saw Im 
secrete this piece also. I personally knew her, and was on the 
most friendly and sociable terms with her. When she left the shop 
I accompanied her, and offered her my arm, which she accepted. 
We chatted together. As we reached the comer of a street lead* 
ing to the Bow-street office, I turned toward it. She said she 
was going in another direction, and bade me good morning; I 
said to her, ^No ! you are going with me ! I saw you steal a piece 
of m}* ribbon ! * She immeiliately implored me, for 6od*s sake, to 
overlook it, and restored to me the article. I said to her that I 
had lost many things in this way, and was resolved to make hw, 
an example — thai Jtoas defermtned to have her t\fel** And he 
got it. I can never forget how my blood boiled as I read the testi* 
mon3'of this cold-hearted wretch. In view of the Judgment of a mer* 
ciful God, far rather, it seemed to me, would I have been in the place 
of that poor, fhill, erring giri, even on the scaffold, than in the 
place of her heartless accuser. 

I rose from the perusal of these volumes horror-struck with the 
continuous record of inconceivable legal cruelty. It seemed to 
me that the 70,000 hangings in the reigns of Henry VIII. were 
matched by an equall}* long list of persons condemned to be hung 
in the reign of George III. Since this time much has been done 
in England by Romilly, Brougham, Mackintosh and Sydney Smith, 
and as much — perhaps more — by kindred philanthropists on this 
side of the Atlantic. Hanging has, indeed, become a rarity with 
us ; but within even the last year I have seen a little boy, who, for 
week after week« had been tenant of a cell in our Jail, fbr the atro- 
cious offence of throwing a snow-ball at — Abby Folsom I And 
MDOtherf who, coming here from Lowell the day before, was tempted 
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in the morning by an open bnker^t cart, and snatched fW>m it a 
small roll of bread as an extempore breakfast. Tlieir respective 
fines were $2 each and costs, which they, of course, could not pay. 
Tliis circumstance gave roe an edifying impression of the equality of 
the law, as it bears on rich and |XK>r. I sent these two urchins on 
their way rejoicing ; but others have, doubtless, taken their places 
every week since. 

The world has, indeed, grown wiser and better in some respects ; 
but in the criminal law there is a noble battle-field of humanity 
yet to be fought and won. Gleaner. 

P. S. I am in favor of hanging everylxxly who places an ob* 
struction on a railroad, as I would shoot a dangerous wild beast. 



XLYII. 

THE TITLE OF BEACON HILL DERIVED FROM COWS. 

SepitmUr 13^ 1855. 

Mr. EDrroR : — We have disposed of 5} acres of Robert Turner's 
land. There remains 1} acrt9 mort^ — being Beacon Hill itself 
with the monument. This lot now measures south on Mount Ver- 
non street, about 284 feet ; wes^ by a line 19 feet east of Hancock 
street, 287 feet ; northerl3*, in rear on narrow strips of land sepa- 
rating the premises ftom Derne street, 244 feet ; and east, on land 
of D. D. Rogers. 

John Turner was one of the devisees of his father, Robert, and 
had acquired portions by deeds ftom the executrix, etc. He, in 
1678, sells to Samuel Shrimpton (8, f. 829) a small slip of land, 
in breadth 28 feet front, bounded on the Common, south, and in 
length 180 feet, bounded on said Samutl^ loesC, and on the way 
leading %ip from the Training Jleld to Centry HiU^ on the eaei 
side, and running fVom the %ast comer in fh>nt on a north line 182 
feet. This is a gore of the State-House estate, bounded east on 
the highway to tlie monument, i. e.. Mount Vernon street. John 
Turner died 1681, and his executors, as we have seen, sold two 
acres east of said Mount Vernon street, or the monument highway, 
to George Monk, in 1681. On the same day they sold to said 
Shrimpton (12, f. 858) **all that land upon and by the side of 
Beacon Hill, bounded on said Shrimpton and on Elizabeth Cooke, 
widow, or Humphrey Davie and othftT%^ oii tcravraH ^g^id» qs»^ 
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quarters^ reserving unto the town of Boston their privilege ahd 
inUreM on ikt top of maid kiU and pa99ag€ from th€ Omiiimmi 
ikereio/* 

Col. Samuel Shrimpton thus acquired all Beacon Hill and a gore 
of the State-House lot, the deed of said gore bounding on the real- 
due of said State-House lot, etc, already hi$. Besides these ee* 
tates and Noddle's Island, he owned the Union-hank building,' and, 
ftom that circumstance. Exchange street was for many years 
known as Shrimpton's lane. He was decidedly one of the greatest 
men of his day. He died, and by will, proved Febmaiy 17, 
1697-8, devised to his wife Elizabeth for life, the residue of his 
estate, with power to dispose thereof among her relations by deed 
or will. She married Simeon Stoddard and died 1713, devising to 
her grand-daughter, Elizabeth Shrimpton, various other estates for 
life, remainder to her heirs in tail, etc Her inventory appraises 
** the pasture Joining to Beacon Hill; £150.** [Decidedly dieap for 
the State-House lot, and about two acres ncM'th of it Ij She mar* 
ried John Ycamana in 1720, and died leaving an on^ child, Shute 
ShriQipton Yeamans, who, in 1742, becoming of age, barred the 
enUil (L. 66, f. 271-272), and vested the fee in his fkther. The 
deeds, besides mentioning the particular estates devised in tail, 
included ^^aU the lands, etc., in Boston, Rumney marsh or else* 
where, of which Mrs. Yeamans was tenant in tail by force of said 
will,- 

John Yeamans dying, the estates became again his son's, who, 
in 1752, conve^'ed to Thomas Hancock (81, t 168) ** a piece of 
land near Beacon Hill, containing two acres^ late the estate of my 
great-grandfather, Samuel Shrimpton, bounded south on the Com* 
mon, west on said Thomas Hancock in part, and in part on Cbm* 
mon land; then turns and is bounded north on Common land, then 
west on Common land^ then north on Common tand^ then east on the 
street or highway leading fh>m the Common to Beacon Hill.** Now 
there were about 75,000 feet of land, or nearly two acres^ in the 
State-House lot, and the above description evidently proceeds on 
an erroneous idea that the Common lands of the town induded neaarly 
aU Beo/con Hill. But we have seen the old deed of 1670 to John 
Turner, by which the town right is limited to six rods square, and 
the highwaj' leading to it. And, from the selectmen's minutes of 
January 17, 1753, we find, that on petition of Thomas Hancock, an 
investigation was had of the town's rights, which were then, also, 
in like manner limited to the six rods square, and the thirty feet 
highway. 
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The result is that Thomas Hancock thas obtained all Beacon Hill 
one hundred j'ears ago, wiiJu>ut paying one cent for U^ and he and 
those coining after him retained possession bj* pasturing cows 
there. These ruminating animals, while quietly chewing the cud 
in that splendid cattle-licld (where, by the way, they must have 
been the observed of all observers), also tUerUly eat up the tnAer- 
itance of poor ShtUe Shrimpton Teamans and hU heirs* One of 
these very heirs, a high officer of the Commonwealth (General 
William H. Sumner) , as he looked at them, 3*ear after year, firom 
the State-House windows, was probably wholly unconscious that 
the3^ were feeding at hie expense* The language of the deed to 
Hancock, seeming to recognize the ownership of this hill by the 
town, it became the subject of protracted litigation, in which the 
inhabitants were at last defeated, and while the Hancock heirs and 
the town were quarrelling for what belonged to neither of them, 
the true owners were placidly looking on in a blissful state of 
ignorance. Glkaner. 



HISTORICAL.— THOMAS HANCOCK AND HIS RICH 

WIDOW. 

September 14, 2855. 

Mr. Editor : — In our last article we reached the extreme west- 
erly end of Robert Turner's estate, or a point 19 feet east of 
Hancock street. We have seen that Thomas Hancock, in 1752, 
commenced his title to this spot on Beacon Hill, which was per- 
fected by the grazing of cowe. Tlie will of Mr. Turner devised, 
as before stated, to his sons, Ephraim, Joseph, and John, and his 
son-in-law, John Fa^-erweather. Ephraim sold out wholly to Fay- 
erweather ; and we have minuted one deed of Joseph to John Tur- 
ner, bounded south on Joseph's remaining land. This residue also 
seems to have been subsequently acquired by said John Turner. 
Of the whole estate of the testator, the easterly 8 acres are finally 
held under Fa3'erweather (being the Sears, Phillips, and Bowdoin 
estates). The middle 2] acres, partly* under him and partly under 
John Turner (being the Rogers estate) , while the Beacon Hill lot 
of 1] acres, and a respectable gore of the State-House lot (say 2 
more), are held exclusively under said John Turner ; so tha5L 
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the entire estate of Robert Turner holds out 7% acres, or, as I sup- 
posed, about 8 acres* 

Sigma and I are both descended fW>m a common ancestor,^ and 
one, too, who lived long after Adam and Eve (Ilbn. John Turner, 

*OORRESPON1>BNOB BBTWBBV OORRBSPOXDBNm 

Mr BiAE GLB41IBB t -^ I h«MP4 ft skUfal ph jitoiaa aaj, a f«ir iftjt tfo* thai agtttf 
would kMp joa lUll b«t Miif otlMriMd. Bj ttie waj, job mmj iMMabtr thai ja« 
T«r J kindlj prttaatad ma with a oopj «f joar voIubm aoataiaiag joar aatoaal aff tha . 
ether eoDtroren7. Tou, doahtlea, raMember that I praiaed it highly, aad tali ja« 
that I had ao jaet aotioat «f the powerful effeeta of ether aatU I read yoar worfc^ ibr 
the Torj firet five pagee pat aie aaleep. Oae or two of joar lata artidee la tha ''ThA* 
•eript," takea at bedtiaie, mmj, poetiblj, aaiwer aa weU. How joa heap jmumU 
awake while writiog theoi la a aijetarj la aa alL 

Tou saj that joa aad I are deeoeaded from a eommoa aa aeetor, Joha Taraar* X 
koow it; I am glad of H; for I haTO alwaji thoaght joa a Terj elever Mlow, thoagjh 
aa obatinate as the derlL Tbie old gentlemaa •^ aot the derU, bat JohaTi 
was, as jou saj, a bum of note ia his tiaie. His stjle was the Hoa. CoL Joha 
Saltonttall la his history, aad Felt ia his aaaals, tell as, that this Joha Taraar 
manded ia the battle of HaTorblll, so called, agalost the Freaeh aad ladiaas, la ITSt. 
He was mj great-grandfather, bora Sept. IS, 1671. I hare heard mj mother saj, thai 
her father, son of the Honorable John, for sereral jears preserred soose hal f a d e a a a 
sealps taken in that battle. The father of the Hoaorable Joha was Joha TarBer« a 
merchant of Salem, bora in 1644, and who died In 1680. This Is the Joha Tarsar 
so oftea meatloaed la tha records 'of Salem, aa the lessee of Baker^ Maad fbr 
1,000 jears. His hoase, la which he died, Oct. 9, 1680, was sUnding ia 18S5, al Iha 
corner of Essex and Beckford streets. I am happj to hare desceaded from sash aa* 
cestors; for thej were the aaoestors of one of the greaimt men of oar coaatrj, aad 
for whom it has orer beea mj pleasure to oxprem the most cordial seatimeati of aft a 
tionate respect — joar honored father. 

It is at this point that joa break looee from what I hare alwajs sappcaed, apaa 
excellent authoritj, to be the true gencalogj of the Tamer familj, and Insist apaa 
baring a shoemaker jour ancestor; and joa saj that I do not bellere la tha shoeasakart 
but aspire to something aftre cr^dmm* No, mj dear *' Qleaner," I do ad Wh'cas te 
the shoemaker, but I do bditvt that, if we hare a shoemaker for our a a sss tor , aai 
JOU and I continue much longer to spin such long, drj, and hard-twisted jarni tor Iha 
«* Transcript," the public will be rerj sorrj that we did act stick to the last. 

Upon the matter of anoestrj I hare erer been of the opinion expressed bj Mitthair 
Prior; — 

Heralds and noblee , bj jour leaver 

Here lie tbe bonee of Matthew Prior, 
The SOB of Adam aad of B?e; 

Lh Boaibon aad Nassaa go Ughsr. 

Tbe poor boj who replied to the iaquirles of the polioe Judge, thai ha Barer haA 
anj father and mother, but was washed ashore, is more likelj to find farcr with Iha 
people than oae who ia oar aountrj makee a parade about his aaaestoia. 

This matter caa be of no poMible interest to the pablic; but, since job hava draggai 
it la bj the head and shoulders, there is no course left for me bat Iq drag II aal hj Iha 
Beck and heels. Mj mother, who died In 181S, at tha age of sereatj, waa tha daaghlw 
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of Salem). He was one of His Majesty's Council in Provincial 
times, and altogether the great man of that ** rural district.** It is 
with much regret that I confess my inability to claim also a descent 
fh>m the owner of this very res|)ectable pasture. In these times, 
perhaps, it is some consolation that he was a vintner. Our ances- 

of John Tttra«r, a merchant, wh« died in 17S6, who wm the eon ef the Hob, Joha 
Tamer, who died in 1741, whe wne the eon of John Tnmer, who died in 1680, — nil of 
Saleai. I nlwnjt nnderttood her to taj that the haptiunal nane John had heen in 
her &niil J for man j generations, and that f Ac anec^torf ofhtr grmn^mtlur camc/rom Barba* 
data. Felt, in hit ** Annate of Salem," edition of 18S7, thnt notieet, under the daU ef 
October €, 1690, the death of her freat-grandfhther: ** John Tnrner had deeeaeed latelj. 
He was son of John Turner, merchant, who died at Barhadoes, ISGS. * • * He also 
left children, John, Elitabeth, Ae. He eerred ■• selectman. He was a respecUble 
merchant. His esUte was estimated over £6,7SS. His death was a pnblie ealamitj." 
A eopj of the church records in Salem, furnished me in 1845 bj Henrj Wheetland, 
Esqnlre, exhibits this entrj: << John Turner: his wife, Elisabeth, Joined the church in 
Salem 19.9 (i.c., September 19) 16S7; merchant, bom at Barbadoes, where ha died, 
166S." 

ScTcral jears ago, mj dear Gleaner, yon suggested this fancj about the shoemaker. 
I gave jou mj views, in writing; a eopj of mj letter Is now before me, eonduding 
thni* 

Si qaid novlall reetlue iatts^ 
Cmidldtts imperii; si non, hie utere mecnik 

Tou ncTcr replied, and I supposed you were satisfied. And now jou have brokea 
out agsin, in the same spot. It must be the^aMtu/c maiignt. To dnw such things la 
a head and have done with 'em, I haTc heard that nothing wu more effectira thin as 
application of $h»tmmkt^$ ( jonr ancestor's) was. 

Tou daim relationship with Mrs. Pusslem. Ton are right, no doubt of It. Tou 
must be a Pusslem; for, with mj best efforts, I cannot find out jour meaning In thni 
paragraph. Tour object, I think, must be to persuade the pablic that I am the writer 
of the Pattlem letters, and thus shift the responsibllitj from jour own shoulders. If 
JOU consider this jnst, jou mutt hare a stnnge waj of eonstming the golden rule. 
Terj drj of lata— especiaUj jour last thirteen artldea. 

Terj trulj, jour friend and kinsman, 

Siaiu. 

GuunBU Ann Si«M A. — Our well-known eontrlbutort are having a little oorra* 
spondence together, as will bo seen bj reference to the first page. The former, having 
seen Sigma's oommnnication^ wrote the following: «— 

** Whether I was right in supposing that I stood In the Blinu of Robert Turner, 
* shoemaker,' and in mj oontequent determination to ttiek to him like cobblers' wax, 
or whether I maj lawfuUj go to Barbadoes for an ancestor, the public wttl not 
probablj think worth diseussion. As to Mrs. Pusslem, she CTidentlj wishes to ba 
Incognita, and I eertainlj do not think it pollta to raise a ladj's tcU without her 
permission. While, on the one hand, I aai sure that no face resembling mine would 
be found beneath it, I think that her general gait, air, and manner, wdrnthUMmiimg km 
wtH, prove that jou and she ware both rocked In the saoM cradle. I am delighted la 
lean that mj ether pamphlet produced In euy quarter a Moikin^ cSeal. It had quila 
an Irritating Influeaca In other aiialcf, whiah lad to much dcauaclatloB and tha aoploua 
Aaddisgariak." 
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tor I apprehend to bave been a ** sboomaker,** Robert ^intr, nko^ 
b}' the way, owned a very pretty real estate on the weal aide off 
Washington street, a little north of Court 8tieet« {Murt of wbiek 
was the Simpkins estatOf now belonging to lira. Banga. This 
** shooroaker,** by his will, seems to have been on Teiy flrlead^ 
terms with his neighbor, Mr. Joshoa Scottow, whom we also neei 
with as the next neighbor of Uie ^'vintner.** In regard to m(f 
cousin ** Sigma," it is worthy of remark, that, notwithstanding all 
attempts to trip him np, he is sure at last (after oaoillatiiig abooi 
a little) to be fonnd on his Deet as firmly as eTer. Mrs. PoQy F» 
Puzzlem I take to be exactly as near a relative of mine as Sigma 
is. If I am right in my conjectures she owns a great deal of real 
estate, and her present name ia a atriking confirmation of Bsy i«* 
mark that widows, having land, keep getting married ; ainca abo 
has borne this name so recently that I am saUafied hn aon BmdI 
must be the issue of a former marriage. Sigma, by the wi^, does 
not believe in the ** shoomaker.** In the matter of anoeatij te 
aspires ultra crepidatn, or beyond the eobthr'9 last. 

Thomas Hancock was one of our wealthiest dtizena, and 

edl}* of the highest consideration. In his lifeUme he gave the 

£500 for founding a hospital, which was thankfhlly accepted and 

misapplied. Of this donation I was not aware when I prepared a 

history of the Massachusetts General Hospital; and the Immmmt 

Justly due to him was therefore not bestowed. I gladly maka ^bm 

amende honorable now, though in an anonymona and ephenMnd 

manner. He died in 1764, and among nnmerona bequests, e^dno» 

ing great public spirit and liberality, he gives to his widow, LydiSt 

£10,000 sterling; also, ** the mansion house wherein I now dwdlt 

with the gardens, yard, and land belonging to it, and all the komam^ 

out'Jiouaes^ edifices^ and buildings adjoining, or anywaj'a appertafan 

ing to the same aa now improved and occupied by me, and aba 

the lands near it I bought of Messra. Teafnans and Thompson, and 

the house and land I bought of Ebenezer Messenger adjoining to 

m}* garden. I also give unto her all my plate and household ftmi* 

ture of every kind, and my c/tariofs, c/iataes, carriages^ and boraea; 

and also all. my negroes^ all which she is to hold to herself and liar 

heirs forever,** &c. To Harvard College, £1,000 ; to the Society 

for Propagating the Gospel, £1,000 ; to the town, £600,** Sao. Thte 

devise to the widow included all the State House and landa west of 

it to Belknap street, and all Beacon Hill north of it (between 6 and 

7 acres) ; so that ahe was undoubtedly the richest jridow that had. 

^ lived in Boston, and, strange to say, she remained d]i|^ 
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Mrs. Lydla Hancock [born Henchman] died in 1777, dcTlting 
the famous Brattle-street Parsonage estate — and making manj 
other legacies, and constituting her nephew. Governor John Han- 
cock, sole residuary legatee and executor, who thus became owner 
of this princely inheritance, where he resided personally till his 
death, in 1793. I can easily realize the feelings whidi induce his 
nephew and namesake still to retain in its original condition his 
stone mansion-house and what is left of this great estate. Amid 
the modem destruction of old landmarks such a conservative act 
is truly refreshing. 

But I am not yet quite ready to make a call at His Excellencjr^s 
mansion^ as I have not entirely finished my InspecUon of the hill 
which at that time rose in such picturesque beauty behind it. 

Gleaxss* 



THE MONUMENT. 

SejfUmler 25, 1855. 

Mr. EorroR: — We left His Excellency John Hancock in 17dS 
dying seized of Beacon Hill. The Hancock title I should charao- 
terize exclusively by words beginning with d. Its descents, 
devisers, deeds, divisions, and dowers, with its doubts, difficulties, 
and defects, make it the very d — ^1. It is truly the Sebatiopoiy I 
may, perhaps, say the St. Htlena^ of conveyancers. Questions of 
legal construction, of great delicacy, constantly occurring and 
seemingly never ending, and the most complicated and etaibarrass- 
ing legal proceedings, mark it out conspicuously above all oth^ 
estates in Boston as the one most to be dreaded by a novice, who 
has Just put up his sign, and announced to a confiding pwbiie that 
he is ready to examine Utles. If he ever hears the last of it he 
will be more fortunate than myself. The late John R. Adan, who 
was an eminently praeiieod man, for years before his death adopted 
and acted upon the maxim that he would never examine a title that 
came through an3*body named Spear^ — a rule which, from analogy 
of name and reason, he extended to Spurr. I have seen him 
gravely decline a retainer, alleging this ground of action, though 
th§ Mr. Spear in question assured him that he was not of the 
frimily of Governor Hancock, and that his title would be fimod 
extrunelj dmple. 
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Tlie Governor died wiUiout Issnei leaidng a widow, a moUNr 
(who, by a subsequent marriage, had become Mrs. Psikins), a 
brother Ebeneaer, and twelve children of a deceased rister, two of 
whom successively married Samuel Spear* One of these wives of 
Mr. Spear left seven chilren, who esdi claimed l-252d part. So 
minute was the share of each, that on a partition, in 1819, of tho 
Beacon-street lands, each of these children bad a strip set otf 
measuring less than 18 inches on Beacon street in width by 80 feel 
iu depth. Three of them were females, and with dresses of tbo 
present dimensions they certainly would have found it impraetl- 
cable ever to make an entr}* upon their lands. 

Mu Vernon street was laid out across the Hancodc estate a few 
years after the Governor's death, in continuation <^ the lower part 
of the street which had been laid out by the Mt. Vernon propria* 
tors. Temple street stopped a few feet south of Deme street, or 
at the north base of Beacon Hill, which was the boundary of Tay*a 
pasture. I do not propose to inflict upon you a detail of all tho 
horrors and perplexiUes of this title. I will only select a sped* 
men. A very elaborate partition was made in 1819 of this Beaooii- 
Hill lot ; each of the said Spear children here getting a strip of land 
measuring less than two feet four inches on Mt. Vernon street bj 
60 feet deep. 

There was assigned to Thomas Hancodc, a nan eompo$ son of 
Ebenezer Hancock and one of the devisees of Mrs. Perkins, a . 
tract of 17,392 feet, being Aiil half of the present reservoir loL It 
was bounded west on land of the Commonwealth, north on land of 
Joseph Blalce, east on the lot set off to Ebeneaer Hancock, his 
father, south on other lots set off to said Ebenezer, to John, who 
was brother and guardian of said Thomas, and on a lot left nndi* 
vided for the respondents — and, strange to say, there was no 
wa}' to get to it. Was the partition void? If valid, there was 
of course a wa}* of necessity somewhere; but over what lot? It 
would obviously nearl3'ruin the lot subjected to such easement. 
Shall it be over John's lot, whose duty it was to have protected 
bis ward's rights? Or shall the residuary lot be destroyed? These 
pleasant interrogatories suggested themselves to me when I first 
made a professional acquaintance with this title. Brick houses 
had been erected, and were owned and occupied by Charles 0« 
Loring, Charles P. Curtis, and Thomas B. Curtis, Esqs. ; and the 
city had bought and built a brick school-house behind these houses 
on the large lot of Ebenezer Hancock. The erection of the reser- 
roir has eaded all dilBculty as to any way of neoessity, as this 



110 Cm Document No. 105. 

back lot became incorporated with the adjoining lands by which 
it was separated Arom Dcrne and Hancock streets. Before this 
event Thomas Hancock would have found it as hard work to make 
a legal entry into his large lot, as his young relations would have 
found in getting into their small ones* The above is a ** samplt 
brick'' of this legal ed{^. 

Mr. Tay*s street was subsequently* extended to Mount Vernon 
street. I understand that the name of Temple street was selected 
as one of the names in the family of Governor Bowdoin^ whose 
daughter was Elizabeth, Lady Temple, wife of Sir John Temple. 
He, as well as his father-in-law, was distinguished as a statesman 
and patriot. And we have seen that the heir in tail of the Bow« 
doin property was James Temple Bowdoin. So that His Excellency 
was accommodated with two streets, to say nothing of Bowdoin 
square, etc. And here I must be permitted to say a word or two 
more on the nomenclature of streets, upon which I have so often 
and, I fear, tediously dwelt already. Beacon street seems to have 
been so named because it did noi lead to the beacon. Mount Ver- 
non street (as it ranged from east to Vest) was 800 feet nearer to 
it, and thus had a better right to have been so called. But Tem- 
ple street, as extended, actuall)' hit the monument and knocked it 
over, and therefore was noC named for it. 

The town conveyed to John Hancock and Samuel Spear, in 1811, 
the six rods square on which the monument stood, and all right in 
the highway leading to it, 80 feet by 60 feet (L. 288, f. 177), say 
11,600 feet, for the miserable pittance of 80 cents per foot (89,300.) 
The monument was then a substantial structure, with inscriptions 
on its four sides. These are still preserved at the State House. 
'ily locomotive powers are still somewhat limited, and I shall not, 
therefore, at present visit and copy those inscriptions. I trust that 
thej* will preserve for the remembrance of a grateful posterity the 
names of those who, when they erected it, meant that it should 
stand for ages ; and I regret that I cannot consign to deserved in- 
famy the names of those who so disgracefhlly turned an official 
penny by selling it. Such persons would sell a family graveyard I 

An intelligent merchant of this city, who came here in 1787, a 
boy of 11 years old, remembers that this monumeiU was not then 
erected. There was at that time a stone basement, on which rested 
four horizontal timbers crossing each other in the centre. From 
this centre rose as high a mast as could be procured, which was 
fhrther supported by braces. It was surmounted by a tar-barrel, 
which, being set on fire, in case of danger, was to be a heaeon to 
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the countiy aroond. There was an apparatus of ladders ibr as- 
cending to this tar-barrel ; but, fortunately, it was never found 
necessary to give this warning signal. The hill was of a very pe» 
culiar conical shape, and the boys were accustomed to throw their 
balls up as far as possible towards its summit, which rebonnded 
from it as trom a wall. My boyhood was passed elsewhere. It is 
one of my especial sources of regret that I never saw Beacon HilL 



COOICS 2^ ACRE PASTURE. 
S^itmbtr 17t 1855. 

Mr. EDrron: — The British metropolis was once unpleasantly 
startled by the rumor that an aged libertine, the Duke of Queens- 
bury, daily recruited his exhausted and diseased firame by nUO^ 
bathing^ and that the milk, after it had been thus used, was ^Ua- 
tributed b3' the dealers among their customers. In asking yoa^ 
Mr. Editor, to walk with me into the Beaoon-HUl reservoir, I tmst 
that we shall not cause a like alarm among the consumers of *^ Co- 
chituate." I fancy, indeed, that the visit will be found entirely 
harmless to them and to ourselves, since the neighbors assure mo 
that it is quite a dry place, and that the reservoir is a masrivs 
granite structure for holding water tkeareticaUy. 

We have already walked around most of its area. The main 
body of it is built on the Hancock title. On the north it indudea 
narrow parcels of land, derived Arom Joshua ScottoVs. four-acre 
pasture, which it would be a useless labor to trace back, step bj 
step, to its parentage. On the west side, however, we meet with 
a strip 19 feet wide, which separated the Hancock estate ftom 
Hancock street. To this we will now direct our attention. 

In tracing the title of the 1 6^acre pasture of Rev. James Alleiii 
on the south side of Cambridge street, the south-easterly 2^ acres 
are found to have been bought by Mr. Allen of Mr. Davie, bdng 
the westerl3' moiety of a 5-acre pasture of Zacheus Boswortlu 
The easterly moiety of that 5-acre pasture had been sold by his 
son, Samuel Bosworth, to Richard Cook, 1665 (SufT. L. 4, f. 820). 
These 2^ acres are bounded with Humphrey Davie westerly, with 
Thomas Buttolph, Sen., and Joshua Scottow's land north, with land 
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of the widow Turner and of Thomas Miller [Millard] easterly, with 
land of Knight, with the highway and said Miller sontherl}*, being 
the moiety of the' land devised to me by my father. 

This tract extended westerly to a line 77 feet west of Belknap 
street, and easterly* to a line 19 feet east of Hancock street. On 
the north it reached to the pastures of Scottow and Buttolph (^.e., 
to M^'rtle street), and on the south to the estates fronting on the 
Common, and to a *^ highway,** of which particular mention is 
made below. Tliis Mr. Cook was progenitor of one of our first 
families. He died in 1671, and this land became the property of 
his son Elislia, who died in 1715, leaving two children, Elizabeth 
and Elisha, and on a division in 1715 (Probate Records, 19, f. 
287), there was set off to Elisha *^ the pasture land adjoining Bea- 
con Hill ; lK>undcd east on Joseph Thompson ; south on Jeremiah 
Allen, west on Belknap, north on Shrimpton.** [Shrimpton owned 
Beacon Hill, Thompson owned on the Common, Belknap had suc- 
ceeded Buttolph, etc.] Elisha Cook, in 1731, sold off to John 
Daniels (45, f. 236) a strip of land bounded north on Williams 
19 feet, south on my land 19 feet, east on Teamans 861 feet 2, 
west 5^ t?ie highway 361 feet 2. One Jacob Williams then owned 
the extreme lot of the Scottow pasture. So that Cook extended 
Hancock street through his pasture. It was at first called TSimer 
street, and then George 9treH* 

W. H. Montague, Esq., of this city, a few days since, showed 
me a plan of the town taken in 1769, under the oflScial patronage 
of Governor Burnett, which I believe to be unique and of great 
value. Its margin is filled up with details of much historical inter- 
est. On this plan is laid out George street^ which begins and runs 
south fVom Cambridge street, and then makes a westerly jog in the 
general direction of Mount Vernon street, and then runs into Bea- 
con street by the present Belknap street, the north part of the pres- 
ent Belknap street not being connected with this southerly part, 
so as to make one street as at present. In other words the fiorf^ 
end of Hancock street and the south end of Belknap street^ connected 
by a Jog (in the neighborhood of Mount Vernon street), then con- 
stituted one continuous highway firom Cambridge to Beacon street, 
and the only one then existing. 

To my great delight there appeared on this plan an orchard, 
obviously the same pne as on Bonner's plan of 1722. But, owing 
to its location in reference to George street, and the size of the 
plan, it became possible to fix its position very definitely. Tow- 
ards its south-easterly extremity was a hoase, and it la, I thinks 
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clear, that this house and orchard were the estate of oar firiend 
Humphrey Davy, on the south-east end of BeT. James Allen*s fias* 
ture, the tiUe to 1 4^th8 acres of which was ilnaUj derived to this 
Mount Vernon proprietors, under deeds of Enodi Brown*s heirs. 
This accounts for the name of Davis^s hine, which by Bonner's plaa 
ran diagonally through what is now tlie State House lot, and passed 
westerly along the south end of this Coolce^s pasture, terminatinf 
at the Davy estate, or 77 feet west of Bellcnap street. If, there- 
fore (of which there seems to be no doubt), this was the orchard 
planted by Mr. Blaclcstone, It was not retained by him In the 6* 
acre reservation (which he made when he sold his 50 seres, ete.« 
to the inhabitants), as the 6-acre lot was wholly west and south* 
west of this locality, since this orchard must have been by Finkney 
and Mt. Vernon streets, beginning west of Belkni^p street. 

My pleasure at looking round in Mr. Blackstone*s orchard was 
somewhat damped by finding on and near this 19-feet strip, 
another nut of ropewaUcs. I really feel, indeed, that I owe an 
apology for introducing to your notice, at this late day, other 
edifices of this description, so inexcusably overlooked in my pre* 
vious gleanings. In my next article I shall show that one of then 
has attained to a position of higher honor, and been owned bj 
proprietors of greater distinction than any other ropewalk to whidi 
I have heretofore called your attention. 

Glbahbb* 



THE COMMONWEALTH'S EOPE-WALK. 

Stptnuh^r 18^ 1865. 

Mr. EDrroR : — In our last article we left in John Daniels, 1781, 
a tract of land (part of Cook's pasture) measuring 861 feet 2 on 
the east side of Hancock street, and 19 feet deep. The northerly 
portion of this land was sold off, and became the property ci 
** Box and Austin ; " the southerly part was sold to Ebenezer Mes- 
senger, 1784, bounded east on Teamahs, south on the children of 
Eben and Rebecca Messenger (Lib. 48, f. 218). In 1748, Daniels 
conveyed to John Henderson 812 feet by 19 feet (lab. 68, f. 82), 
who died in 1747 ; and on a division, in 1762, there were set off to 
^'tthaniel Green and Annabell, his wife, in her right, ** the ropo- 
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walks near Beacon Hill« now improved bj IT. Inches; also the 
house and land, now occupied by Mr. Gain, near the rope-walks.** 
(Probate Records, Lib. GO, f. 1 94) . Green and wife convey to Gov* 
eruor Hancock in 1 765 (Lib. 105, f. 222) 1 20 feet by 19 feet. Green 
died. His widow, of course, married again. Her second hus- 
band, Uichard Boynton, died in 1795; and she, while a widow, 
sold to the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, in 1798 (Lib. 194, f. 
74), the residue bounded westerly on Turner street, 192 feet, 
east on land lying between the premises and Beacon Hill 192 feet, 
north on the late John Box, and south on land of which Governor 
John Hancock died seized. 

Elisha Cook, besides extending Hancock street through his 
pasture, also extended Belknap street fVom the south line of his 
pasture, but nof through it northerly, so as to connect it wholly 
with that portion of Belknap street which communicated with 
Cambridge street. To this was given tlie elegant name of Clnp* 
lx>ard street. Cook sold o(f to John Daniels a rope-walk, measur- 
ing on west side of Hancock street 25 feet, and extending back 
261 feet, to land of Wheelwright (who had succeeded Davy — 
1736, L. 52, f. 152). Cook died seized of two other rope-walks, 
together measuring 44 feet on Hancock street, and extending back 
westerly* about 270 feet. They bounded north on Myrtle street, 
and on the division of his estate, accepted in 1763, they were 
set off to Mary, wife of Richard Saltonstall (Probate Records Lib. 
62, f. 261 ) • These three rope-walks west of Hancock street formed 
a barrier separating Clapltoard street from the northerly part of 
Belknap street. At a later day the street was continued through 
them. Such extension had not taken place when the plan of 1769 
was made. All the lots west of Clapboard street became the 
propert}' of Mason, Otis, &c., the Mount Vemoo proprietors, 
except one small lot of 25 feet fVont and rear, the property of 
Middleton and Glapion. Pinckney street is opened througih a 
portion of these lots ; and the present lines of Mt. Vernon street 
(formerly called in succession Olive street and Sumner street) 
cut off some of the southerly part of Cook's pasture. The title of 
many of these lots of Cook's pasture gets into Thomas Hancock. 
Thus Ebenezer Messenger conveyed to him, 1775 (Lib. 87, f. 76), a 
lot measuring 75 feet on the east side of Hancock street or Tomer 
street, etc., partly held under Cook. Elisha Cook was a man of 
great wealth and high standing. He owned all the sooth nde of 
State street from Kilby street to low-water mark, probably of itself 
now worth all of a million of dollars ; also the lalge estates oa. 
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School Btreet, on bolb aides of Chapman place, which waa 
known as Cook's cout. 

This rope-walk, east of Hancock street, was bought hy the 
monwealth, not, howerer, with any view of going into lluA 
business. It was used as the reddence of the Messenger of Ikn 
State House, there being a narrow dwelling-house erected Ott it, 
with a yard in ftont lying along the street. Here for many yean 
lived Jacob Kuhn, the honest, vigilant, and courteous guanfian 4if 
the neighboring official edifice. It was he who, when a young lad, 
was passing along the Granary bur}iog-ground, shortly after Mr. 
Adino Paddock had caused a row of young trees to be set out osi 
the sidewalk. He took hold of one of these slender sapUags, wmd 
thoughtlessly began to tkake it (a feat, by the way, which wosdd 
now be of difficult performance). In a moment Mr. Faddook 
darted out ftom his house opposite, and 9nved him aa lie had 
served tk€ tree. Mr. Kuhn was the agent for collecting the bills 
of. the old Aqueduct Corporation. He presented, on one 
a bill to the late Dr. Bowditch, which he paid accordin|^y. 
next day Mr. Kuhn called and said, ^^ In paying the bill 
day, you made a slight mistake." Dr. B. sud, ** How can jm 
tell what I gave you?** — *^ 1 always tear off the blank paper al 
the edge of the account, write on it the name of the party, and 
pin to that paper the particular bills in which it is paid. I dSd ao 
with your bill, and am sure that jou made a mistake.** Dr. R. 
said, ^*I am satisfied, and will cheerftiUy correct the error.*-— 
^^ But,** said Mr. Kuhn, ^^ the mistake is in your fawr. 7b« 
gave me a 850 hiU instead of a $5." Dr. B. then said, **It la 
delightlhl to me to meet with a man who is so exact and method- 
cal in his business habits, and who at the same time is ao pai^ 
fectly upright. Tou must keep the $45, and purdiase some dreaa, 
etc., for 3*our wife, telling her, from me, that ahe ought to Ibel 
proud of her husband." 

The rope-walk now constitutes the westerly lateral support of 
the Beacon-Hill reservoir, an edifice which cost half a millkMi of 
dollars. A high destiny, and worthy of its dignified owneraUp. 
No other rope-walk can ever hope to compete with thia. Tlioqglh 
the Uut^ it is not the lecut in our list of the rope-walka of BoseUmu 
Our graceful, conical hill, with the monument that aurmoiuited 
it for its protection and embellishment, has long since oeaaed to 
exist. It is fitly replaced by the Beacon-Hill reservoir. Tim 
Boman aqueducts are among the grandest vesUges of aadenl 
civilization. Thia structure will, to coming generatSona, ba aa 
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noble a memorial of the genius, sdence, and enterprise of the 
present age. We haye, indeed, lost a majestic pinnacle reared by 
the God of Nature ; but there has arisen in its stead a glorious 
creation of human wisdom and beneficence. Gleanes. 

P.S. On applying to James W. Baldwin, Esq., respecting the 
details of the reservoir building, a very elegant plan was cour* 
tcously prepared for my use, by Mr. Richards, which, while it 
impresses me forcibly with the ingenuity of the arrangements, I 
find it impossible accurately and adequately to describe* The 
lateral walls are double, the outside one being over 8 feet thick, 
and the inner one bdng of varying width Arom 5 to 8 feet. Tlie 
vacant space between them is over 7 feet in width iVom the base to 
about the height of the arches on Deme street. These two walls 
are united togetlier at the top, and also at the bottom. The 
width of the Deme-street arches is over 20 feet in the clear. The 
depth of the foundation, and the height of the building, and the 
thickness of . the immediate basin of the reservoir above .the 
arches, I am unable to statt. 



THE STATE-HOUSE LOT. 
SepUmher 22. 2865. 

Mr. Editor: — In our Beacon-tJill researches we have already 
found the deed of John Turner to Col. Samuel Shrimpton in 1678 
(L. 8, f. 829), embracing the east gore of the State-House lot, 
bounded ^^ on the way leading up from the Training field to Gentry 
Hill on the east side," and ^* on land of said Samuel, westerly.** 
We have also seen that the executrix of Bobert Turner sold, in 
1670, the Beacon-Hill lot behind the State House, bounded south 
on Thomas Millard. He was an original possessor of land in this 
vicinity, having half an acre bounded with the Common south, 
Hichard Truesdale west, Thomas Scottow east; and he bought 
in 1681 of Zachens Bosworth one acre, bounded with Edward 
Huchinson north, the Common south, Thomas Millard east, and 
said Zacheus west (Possessions, f. 76). In a deed of 1661 (L. 
10, f. 212) a lot west of the State-House land is conveyed as 
bounded both east and west on Thomas Millard. 

Millard died in 1669. His inventory is ** a smslL ^^sstff^ ^l>aKfiil 
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lying on the side of tlio Century Hill and ftontinf tbe Commott, 
£20.** This tmaU pared was the whole of the State-House lot ex* 
cept the gore which had been bought of Turner. ** John Lake and 
Thomas Blighe, odmtiiiiCralort of Thomas Millard, gave posse** 
sion by turf and twig" of the premises, and also ** of the land bj 
Century Hill ** to Sam^ ShrimpUm^ attorney of AUa Sw^fi^ 
sister, &o. of said Millaid, OcU 18, 167i (L.. 8, f. 808). Oa 
Feb. 28, 1678-4, the administrators acknowledged that possesston 
was so delivered because the estate had been recovered out of 
their hands. ^^ The acUo^ning westerly lot is conveyed 1679 (L. 
11, f. 212), as bounded east on land late of Millard, since in CAe 
tenure ofSkrimpUmJ' 

Now I really hope that Col. Shrimpton dealt fidrly with lOas 
Alice Swift, and did not keep to his own use that which lie 
received possession of *^ by turf and twig,** merely as her attorney. 
I am, however, unable to fhmish any record evidence of his int^- 
rity in this matter. He must stand upon his general reputation, 
which was that of a man of honor. It is at any rate now too lato 
for tlie good lady to oust the Commonwealth. Ncnr do I think 
that Mr. Davy, whose lane used to run diagonally fW>m the south* 
east to the north-west corner of this lot, can now distuib the 
territory by any ancient right of way to his pasture. 

In a former article we have referred to the deaths of Mr. Shrimp* 
ton, 1098, and of his widow, Mrs. Stoddard, in 1718. We have 
seen that his grand-daughter, Elizabeth Shrimpton, married John 
Yeamans, 1720, and died, leaving a son. Shuts Shrimpton Yea* 
mans, who, in 1742, Joined with his father in leaving an entail 
created by Mrs. Stoddard, and supposed to include this Jot ; and 
we have also referred to his final deed (after his father's death) to 
Thomas Hancock, 1752 (L. 81, f. 168). This deed was for the 
consideration of £220, lawfhl mone}' of Great Britain. So that 
the State-House lot, and all north of it nearly to Deme street 
(excepting the town's lot, on the top of the hill), is held under a 
deed of a century ago, at the cost of eleven hundred dollars. It 
would now be worth eleven hundred thousand dollars. A thousand* 
fold rise of value, even in a centuxy, is very fair for such an old 
place as Boston. 

We have also seen the death of Thomas Hancodc, in 1768, 
devising to his wife Lydia, and her devise in 1777 to Governor 
John Hancock, who died seised in 1798. Among the items in his 
inventory is *^ the pasture adjoining the garden and Beacon Hill, 
between the mansion house and D. D. Rogers, £8,000.** In 1798 
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this pasture was conveyed to the inhabitants of Boston. Thus 
Blary Perkins (the motlier of the Governor) conveyed her right 
for $4,444.44 (L. 180, f. IIG); Eiienezer Hancoclc, his brother, 
made a deed precisely similar, for tlie same consideration (L. 180, 
f. 117) ; and the widow released her riglit of dower (lb., f. 118), 
etc. It is needless to enumerate tiny other conveyances. So that 
60 3*ears ago the whole State-House lot was valued at 813,838.88, 
or Uiirteen thousand dollars. It is described as ^^ Governor Han* 
cock's pasture, beginning at south-east comer of his garden, and 
running easterly on Beacon street 248 feet 8 inches to the comer 
of a street or passage-way leading up to Bacon hill, thence run* 
ning north on said passage-way towanls said hill 249 feet more or 
less, then ranning on a westerly course on another passage-way 
leading round said Beacon Hill 285 feet 8 inches, to the north-east 
corner of the garden, then running on a line with the ganlen about 
871 feet to the first bounds." These two passage-ways are the 
present Mount Vtmon street^ which runs north, and then bends at 
a right angle westerly. 

The conveyance from the town of Boston to the Commonwealth 
is dated May 2, 1795 (L. 182, f. 144). It is in consideration of 
Jive shillings^ etc., and is declared to be made *Mn fee-simple 
forever for the purpose of erecting buildings and finishing thereon 
a State House for the accommodation of all the legislative and 
executive branches of government, and such other public build- 
ings or offices, with their appurtenances, as ma}' be necessary and 
convenient, and may be required for the suitable accommodation 
of the several departments of goverament." In the face of the 
manifest intention of this deed it is somewhat amusing to re* 
member the grave deliberations that have been held 3'ear aAer 
year about moving the seat of government somewhere else, and ai 
the same time pocketing the proceeds of Hits estate^ as the absolute 
property of the OomnumuieaUk. 

Gleambb. 
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GOVERNOR HANCOCK'S HOUSE. 
8€pt€wtb€r 25^ 1855. 

Mr. Editor: — Next west of the State House, on *^ GrOTemor 
Hancock'8 pasture,'' came His Excellency's mansion house and gar« 
den, being the large area between Beacon street, Belknap (or Joy) 
street, Mt. Vernon street, and State-House lot. The original pot* 
sessor seems to have been Zacheu$ Bosworth^ who, as we have seent 
sold off In 1651 to Thomas Millard one acre (part of the State-Hoose 
lot), bounded with the Common south, said Millard east, and 9aid 
Zacheua vjest (Possessions, p. 76)1 By his will, dated 28, 5th 
month, 1655, proved August 80th, Bosworth devises to his 
daughter Elizabeth 2 acres of land with a mare, or else the bam 
with a piece of land to it, to be laid out by my overseers." (Probate 
Records, 1, f. 112.) 

John Mors and Elizabeth, his wife, conveyed to Richard Knight 
and his brother-in-law, John Wing, June 7ih, 1661 (L. 10, f. 
212), two acres of land in the Century field, formerly devised by 
Zacheus Bosworth to his daughter, the said Elizabeth, bounded on 
the Common south, on Thomas Millard east and west, on Samuel 
Bosworth north (Samuel Bosworth owned and sold Cook's 2f- 
acre pasture north of this land), reserving a ten-feet way for 
Samuel Bosworth iVom the Common. Thus the Beacon-street end 
of Belknap street was at first a mere matter of private accommo- 
dation for Mr. Samuel Bosworth to cart hay off Arom his pasture. 

John Wing mortgaged his moiety to the worshipftil John 
Richards, for the use of *^ the Major," Robert Thompson of Lon- 
don, in 1677 (L. 10, f. 219), and Knight mortgaged his moiety to 
the same worshipful grantee, in his own rights in 1679 (L. 11, f. 
212), this deed bounding east on land late of Millard, since in the 
tenure of Samuell Shrimpton. Peaceable possession was given in 
1684, so that the title became absolute. The worshipfhl John 
died in 1694 ; one item of his will is, ^* I give to Mr. John Alford, 
son of Benjamin Alford, all that piece or parcel of land l^ing near 
Beacon Hill, which I bought of Richard Knight, now in the 
occupation of said Benjamin, I having formerly gijren it to his said 
son John, but he hath no deed of it.** 
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At the Inferior Court of Common FleaB, October Term, 1717* 
partition was had by John Alford of his moiety against JoBepk 
Thompson, of London, as owning the other moiety, and the east- 
erly half of the land was set off to Alford. In 1782 he sells off a 
small lot to Ebenezcr Messenger, 20 feet by 58 feet (Lib. 49, f. 248) 
in which is subsequently conve^-ed to Mr. Hancock. He conveyed 
1735 to Thomas Hancock (Lib. 51, f. 117) '« a lot near Beacon Hill 
bounded south-cast on the Common 185 feet 4 Inches, south-west 
on John Thompson, of London, 841 feet, north-west on the high- 
way 155 feet, and north-east on Col. Samuel Shrimpton (^e., the 
State-House lot) 268 feet.** For this lot of an acre on Beacon 
street, on which stands the stone mansion, Mr. Hancock paid 
£1,000 in good bUU of the Proinnee9. 

The Thompson moiety tumbled about Arom heir to heir, under 
the English entail created by the major, to which I have referred 
in the case of his two-acre pasture by Somerset street. William 
Thompson, of Eltsham, England, the ultimate heir in tail, barred 
the entail in 1758 (L. 98, f. 124, 125), and, by Andrew Oliver, 
his attorney, conveyed to said Tliomas Hancock, in 1759 (L. 98, 
f. 158), ^^ all that tract of land set off to Joseph Tliompson on 
partition with John Alford, in 1717, — October Term of the Court 
of Common Fleas, — measuring 135 feet southerly* on the Common, 
and northerly in the rear 98 feet on Elisha Cook, west on land of 
Samuel Sewall, or a lane between it and the premises, and east on 
the lot set off to Alford." So that Mr. Samuel Bosworth's 10-feet 
alley had reached the dignity of being, perfiapi^ a lane. It had 
not yet attained its Aill-grown glories as Joy street. And for this 
acre Mr. Hancock paid £150 sterling more. 

At these trifling prices Mr. Hancock acquired all the land 
west of the State House to Joy street. He devised, as we have 
seen, in 1768, to his widow Lydia, who died in 1777, devising to 
her husband's nephew. Governor Hancock,* who died seized in 
1798 of this great estate thus cheaply acquired. Gleaxek. 
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THOMAS BULFINCH, ESQ. 
Sepiimher 25^ 2855. 

I am much gratified to have been in any way the canae of the 
interesting communication of T. B.^ I was not aware that thit 
monument on Beacon Hill was planned by the late Charles Bol- 
finch. He has, however, left a far more imposing specimen of 
his taste as an architect. The State House was planned by him* 
though I have always been informed that the wings were originally 

TO QLBANXR. 

AlpltmUr Si. IMC 

Sik: — Ai 7o« bare ingenvoufly eonfeoed la one of yevr artidM thai jo« m&wm 
nw B«aeon Hill, 70a will permit on* who nw it ofUa, and had, at a ehnd, a fkmUlar 
aeqaaintance with its dandeliona and bnttereapt, to tdl jcm tomething aboat It. II 
waa, at my earliest reeollootion, in iti foil glory, larmoanted by a graeefnl aotun^ 
on whole top perched a gilded eagle, and on whoie baia wera thoee iaaeriptiont whWk 
I am itill yoQDg enongh to go to the Slate Home to eopy, ai I mean to do, for this 
article, before I baTO done. Bat let ni go baek to the time when the hpi wai m 
deecribed by yonr ancient friend; when there wai, in plaee of the eolnma, a atona 
'baaement, on which retted four boriaontal timben, eroeiing each other in the centra. 
From tbif centre roee a matt, holding on iti top alar barrel, which in ease of danger waa 
to be let on fire, to be a beacon to the eonntry ronnd. Tbif preparation waa adapted 
to a time of war, hot it wai happily noTor needed; when the war ended, tho beaooa 
waa bat a remnant of thinga that had been. Tbna it remained tiU aboal foor yean 
after the war, when a yonog gentleman retamed from Earope who had been paaaing m 
year in England, France, and Italy, led thither not by motirea ofbasineaa, balwhaS 
waa then nnaaaal, by a Ioto of art, particolarly that art which, in a yoang eommnnllj 
la the moat practically naefal — Architectare. Thia yoang gentleman, Cliarlea Bvlfiaak, 
waa the aon of that Balfinch whoae name, aa the owner of the paatnre, baa fonad a 
place in aome of yonr commaoicationa. On bia retnm home he immediately begaa 
to pot in exerciae thoae taatea for arcbitectaral improTcment which he had earrioA 
with him abroad, and nonriahed by all that he aaw. The first idea thai oeearred la 
him waa to remoTo the anaightly timbera of the old beacon from their conap i a a eas 
aiie, and replace them with a handaome eolomn, resembling at aa hnmble distaaaa 
those he had seen in London, Paris, and Rome. How the fanda were obtained I da 
not know, bat preaame the method that baa been ao often need dnee waa employed, aa4 
a aabacription paper paased ronnd; and am equally weU saUsfied that in thai ease, at im 
later once, the prime merer in the scheme had te take aU the Iroabla and aaaka ip 
all defideneiee hinMell 

The monnment, designed by Ur. Balfinch, and boni onder-Ua saperlaloadaaai^ 
bora oa its pedestal tablets of alate, with Inaeriptiooi wxitlea bj him. Oa two 
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designed to bavo been of greater length than the present, as oom* 
pared with the centre and the dome. Whatever maj be its 
architectural defects, however, it is a great ornament to our city, 
and pnxhices a very strilcing and agreeable eifect when first seen 
ih)m a distance. The recent addition on its north side has made 
the edifice hul^ out in that direction in a manner which the 
neighbors doubtless consider unsightly, however convenient it 
mav be for the occupants, and however well it may, on the whole, 
accord with the rest of the structure. (The stone embankment 
wall on the cast siile of tlie State House has been the most costly 

the prineipal ciril^ and miliUrj erenU of tb« ReTolnUon, vith iMr 4alM, w«rt la* 
leribed. Oo the third and fourth lidet one read m followt: <« 

To COMMBMOBATI 

that train of eronta 

whioh lod 

to tho American Revolntloa, 

and finaUy feenied 

( Liberty and Independenit 

to the United Sutei, 

* tbii oolnmn ii erected 

bj the Tol notary contribntloM 

of the eitlsent 

of BoctoB* 

MDCCZC. 

AMCMCAim! 
WhUe from tbii omlneBiOa 
■eence of Inxnriant fertilitja 
of flonrisbing eommeroe^ 
and the abodei of ■oela! bapplncM^ 
meet jonr riew, 
forget not thoio 
wlie by their ezertioaa 
ha?e leenred to yom 
theoe bleedngi. 

The column itood UIl abont the year 1808, when at lait tho raU between tho 
Hancock bein and the town was decided in favor of the former, and It became eertala 
that the hUl moit be dug down, with the exception of a Umited qwce In the eentrt. 
It teemed neeleu for the town to retain thia iqnare pile of earth (for ineh It wonM 
have been), bounded with perpendlcniar lidei, and thereforo U waa mM to ihnra tho 
ikte of tlie resL Thie it, according to my reooUectiom, tho reaion w^ tho Iowa 
parted with what. If it oould bare been preeerred entire, wonM kuTO beeoy aa yea 
lay, a nnique and unriTalled ornament. But the tlmea were hud, embatga 
and eommereial reetrietioni bad emshed tlie trade and damped tho aplriU of tho 
•oamunlty. The liberal and public-ipirited indl¥idnal through whooe a g e n cy thn 
aMBuiMnt had been erected had fiOlen a Tietlm'to the denngemonU of tho 
■ad, la the onteiprlia of Frmnklla pi t^ had mada ahl|mn«BL 
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item in our State expenditores. It was uiklermiiied by Hm 
and bad to be replaced in tbe most sabstantial manner. TIm 
estimates of tbis wall were, I belieTe, about $6,000. KsSb* 
cellency, in bis message, incidentallj suggested tbat tbe cost had 
somewhat exceeded tbe esUmate. It was, I believe, over $20,0011.) 
I regret very mncb to see tbat tbere is any intermeddling witfi iSbm 
foundations of tbe main building. Notbing indeed, now, eirea of 
tbe mostyWnddiiieiilal cbaracter, is beld sacred. I sinoer^ bqps 
tbat tbe State House will not sbare tbe fiite of tbe 




otb«r ttood nftdy to «<■!■ tlM km from Ito fkto bj Hjiag «p tho IToaaide 
and tho bUl foU. Mi tho MomiBont dimppoona, iooTioff «i|7 tho tahloli^ whUh 
moot Um Tititor^ ^yo m ho preporot lo Mooad to tho Uaton on tho lopof Iho 
UooM, a spot froM vhloh % tIov ilaillor to that vhioh nod lo ho 
from Um top of Booooa Um wbj iUU ho moib, with lU ''mum of 1 
fertilltj » Ola. 

At mj curUeil looonooUoa tho onpoaraooo of tho hm woo thk: m grapBT Inmi* \ 
•phero, w itoop thai ono owald. with dittoolija movnt lU iMm, dMOoadl^f wMh » ' 
perfeeU J rogolar oorvo to tho itrooti on tho aoath. wool, and sovth. Oo Iho ooiS H 
had boon oDeroaohod opoa, aad tho ooatoor wao hrohon. JmI oppoiHo Iho oai of 
Coolidge areotto. oo Dono atioot, thoio wai a f ifhl of woodoa atopic Its or iflloittia 
Bomber, leading part waj «p tho hOI. After that oao had lo oUmh tho ml of A* 
way bj aid of tho fbotlraloB that had boon worn la tho mrlaeob alo^g n wlio palh 
worn baro hj tho feol, to tho top, whero thero waa alio n qiooo of aaoM Hlgp 9mk 



fqnare, worn haro of aod. In tho midst of thio fpaoo stood tho " **" 





eocnding bj tho aonth side^ ono followed a similar roofh groTil path lo 
flight of plank stops, leading down tho lorel of lit VorMW stroot» and linninnH^g iS \ 

abonttheposltlonof thofronlof No.lS]ilottnlVomonstroot»thoaiilhoMoof Ihsn / 

facing sonth« 

The iport of batting tho baU op tho hill and mooUng II again on tH 
plajed bj some; bat H was not so easy a gasso as ono wonld at flrsi snppoos^ oa i 
of tho diffionlty of ssalntalaing one's fooUng on tho hillsldo. whkh wna ao 
to require some skm oron to stand ereet on II. Tho appeaimnoo of tho km In 
I do not reoolloet; bnl I think It most havo boon genorallj baro of snow, 
elevated poslUon» nnd I do not reooUeot having oror seen deds nsed oa II. Mtk 
ean ask C. P. C^ or T. B. 0., or 6. H. K., or Dr. R., or JfarshaU V«» nni Iksip oim 
eorreot or oonflrm a^ Impressions on this polal. & BL 

[Tax Mosvaaar oa Baacoa Hill. — Tho aoooant of tho Boaoon IBXk 
the first page, wW bo read with maeh Interest. A portrait of Mr. Charioa 
the genUeasan aUndod to, taken wkUo ho wns In Europe, at tho ago of laf^ Ji^ fti 
now on eihibltion ml tho Athonmnm •— ASolc m lAc JVmmaer^l 
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JOHN HANCOCK. 

SepitmUr 28^ 1865. 

Mr. Editor: — As long as America shall oontinue to hold a 
place among the nations of the earth the memory* of John Hancock, 
trill endure. Few men during life have been more highly lauded, 
or more bitterly assailed. To an entire disregard, and even a 
culpable neglect, of exactness in mone^' matters, he united great 
liberality, both public and private. While Harvard College was 
dunning him in vain for a settlement of accounts as its late treas- 
urer, he appropriated several hundred pounds sterling to purchase 
an elegant carpet and other articles in London, which he generously 
presented to that Seminar}*. And I suppose there is no doubt 
that eventually he repaid to it, at least, as much as the amount of 
his indebtedness. So remiss was he in regard to his own affairs 
that some ver^* valuable real estate was actually taken from him 
under levy^ on execution. But' his official signature nobly repre- 
sented Massachusetts on the most important document in the his- 
tory of our country. 

James Bowdoin was originally chosen a delegate to the first 
Continental Congress. It was a glorious post of duty and respon- 
sibility, — one which the whole previous and subsequent tenor of 
his life alike shows that he would not have shunned or evaded* 
The avowed reason for declining was doubtless the true one, — the 
infirm state of his wife's health. [See address at Bowdoin College, 
1849, by Robert C. Winthrop, a great-grandson of Governor Bow- 
doin.] Upon how slight a circumstance sometimes depends the 
gain or the loss of the highest prizes of life? Mr. Hancock was 
chosen as his subUitute^ and achieved for himself that immortality 
which might otherwise have been his rivaTs. 

When the French fleet visited Boston a grand entertainment 
was given to its officers at the Grovemor's mansion. It was a 
breakfast, or, as it would now be called, a matinee. Believing that 
all good citizens would be glad to contribute, the Governor issued 
a summary order that all the cows on Boston Common should be 
milked to fhmish supplies for the occasion. I am not aware that 
any action of trespass was ever brought against His Excellency for 
this troly arbitrary confiscaUon of private proper^. 
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These festivities on shore were reciprocated upon the water hj 
our gallant allies. As the wife of His ExceUencj was seated aft th« 
table, on which was spread an elegant collation^on board the Tessel 
of the French commander, he requested her (without any reason aa» 
signed) to ring a small bell which he handed her, or to do somo 
other slight act which he designated. She did so. This was th« 
preconcerted signal for a general salute ftom all the guns of tho 
fleet. She was startled alike out of her official dignitj and pei^ 
sonal propriety bj the deafening peal of artilleiy that immediately 
ensued. 

Governor Hancock thought that, as the Chief Magistrate of 
Massachusetts, it was not for him to take the first step, even whett 
'' The Father of our Ckrantiy ** visited us. He felt that bis dignitj, 
or, more properly, the dignity of the sovereign State which hm 
represented, would be compromised by his making the first call, 
even on Washington. His Excellency, however, speedily die- 
covered his mistake, and certainly todc, or was supposed by tho 
public to have taken, an ingenious mode of correcting it. Swath* 
ing his limbs in flannels, — the victim of a sudden attack of tbm 
gout, — he caused himself to be carried to visit the President, who, 
whatever may have been his private convictions, could not hesitate 
to accept and excuse the tardy civilities of such a suffering invalid. 
Thus, singularly enough, it was by denying himself the use of hit 
natural legs that His Excellency got upon his legs again in tUs 
matter of etiquette. Washington and his suite were detained 
several hours upon the Neck, and, the day being very chiUy and 
disagreeable, many people became ill with what was called 
the '^ Washington Cold." The President's dinner also grew oold 
(at S. S. Pierce's grocery store, at the comer of IVemont and 
Court streets) ; but a supplementary fish, of great excellence, being 
obtained at the last moment, was served up in the most approved 
and satisfactory manner. The non-arrival of a fish once caused 
the despair and suicide of a French cook ; the arrival of this fish 
saved an American landlord, under even more desperate circum* 
stances, when he was doubtless making divers sentimental ejaculm* 
tions, though he would not, probably, at last have resorted to 
such a tragical proof of loyalty. 

It is, however, due to His Excellency to state that he was reallj 
a ftrequent martyr to the gout. My informant, 80 years old, 
remembers that on one occasion he opened the session of thi 
Legislature by a speech delivered with great dignitj and effect, 
although from a seat which was almost a ooudk, his limbs being on 
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this occasion wrapped in flannels, from tlie bona-Jlde necessities of 
the case. And it tna^ be that such was the real cause of his 
dilatory call on Washington, the popular opinion to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 

When President Jackson visited Boston I was a 3*oung roan, 
and had just discovered the delights of horsemanship. I had 
never been made to embrace mother earth by either of the various 
processes of stumbling, rearing, halting, or sh^'ing. These 
saddening experiences came later in life. Seized, therefore, with 
a fit of equestrian patriotism, I determined to Join the cavalcade 
which was to escort the city's guest (torn the Neck. I was mount- 
ed on a fine spirited horse, and we were duly formed in a line, 
in firont of which the procession was to pass. Just as the Presi- 
dent was approaching us, the noise of the music and the shouts 
excited and alarmed my steed, and, after sundry demonstrations, 
which I, at least, regarded as very serious, he finally became quiet, 
with his tail exactly where his head should have been, and vice 
verea. In the earlier part of these performances I had great 
difficulty in ])i'cserving my own centre of gravity, and the specta- 
tors, to a man, lost their gravity at its conclusion. I was aware 
that by thus turning my back upon him I was treating the head of 
the nation with apparent discourtesy. But on reflection I became 
satisfied that mj' presidential visit had not proved more embarrass- 
ing and awkward to myself, or the source of more amusement and 
ridicule to lookers-on, than did Governor Hancock's visit to Wash- 
ington ; and that, with the best intentions, each of us was merely 
the unhappy victim of a little want of tact, and that I had one 
great advantage over His Excellency, viz., nobody knew who I 



Dorothy, the widow of Governor Hancock, Bur\ived him nearly 
40 years, or till 1880. She married again, and is better known 
to US as Madame ScotU The whole of this mansion-house estate (ex- 
cept a triangular gore between Mount Vernon place and street) 
was assigned to her as her dower, as was also Hancock's wharf. 
Evicted from this latter very valuable estate as lately as 1817, 
under foreclosure of a mortgage made in 1774, for only £1,650 18s. 
5d., she attempted to obtain a new assignment of dower ; but the 
Court refused it, because she had given her express assent to the 
original assignment (18 Mass. Rep., 162, Scott ve. Hancock). 
This is one of a series of perhaps a dozen lawsuits in our Reports 
relative to lands of Governor Hancock. 

I tmst that tor many a spring yet to come that old stone man- 
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sion will cootinue to stand, aod the lilao-busbes to blonom in tho 

green enclosure oa which it ftonts. Long life to its now aged 

proprietor, whose laudable pride of ancestry has hitherto preserredf 

for the gratification alilce of the community and of himself, this 

interesting domestic memorial of thcwPiVtl Sign€r of the DedaraiUm 

of Independence! 

Gleamuu 



LVI. 

HOUSES ON HANCOCK ESTATE. 

(ktch€r 1, 1858. 

Mr. Editor: — The estate of Governor Hancock on Beacon 
street and hill (say 8} acres) would now, undoubtedlj, be worth 
a million and a half of dollars. It would not be interesting to the 
public, or professionally expedient, for me to enlarge on the non 
compos proceedings, sales by guardians of minors, and bj admin- 
istrators, executory devises, and sundry other like matters, which 
form the legal history of this spot. 

In 1815 Beacon street was widened by cutting off (W>m this 
estate a strip, which was 17 feet wide at the State-Hoase land, and 
20 feet wide at a point 92 feet 6 from Belknap street. A plan In 
recorded ior L. 250, f. 76. 

Mt. Vernon place and the 20-feet way behind it have been laid 
out through this land ; and Mt. Vernon avenue, or Hancock avenne 
(or Cato alley, as it has been jocosely called, from its affording a 
convenient access across the Common to and from the northerly 
end of Belknap street), was laid out by mutual agreement between 
the Commonwealth and these proprietors. There is no other rangie 
of houses in Boston, that I know of, whose entire value depends on 
light, air, and prospect enjoyed merely by sufferance, <•«., over 
the land of the Commonwealth. Should that land ever be covered 
by buildings these residences would become houses on a ten-feet 
alley, and the name above suggested would then be signally appro- 
priate, as they would probably be occupied by the present denizenn 
of the lower part of Belknap street. 

There now stand upon these Hancock lands many of the moat 
desirable residences in the city. Thus, west of the Hancock man- 
sion, on Beacon street, are the four el^ant dwdUngs of Samnel 
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A. Eliotf of Mrs. Gardner Greene, of Mrs. George Parkman, and 
of J. Bowdoin Bradlce. In the rear of tbesef on the south side of 
Mount Vernon place, are seven others, the comer one of which, on 
Bellcnap street, was owned and occupied by the late Hon. Theo- 
dore Lyman, the munificent founder of the first reform school in 
the Commonwealth. On the north side of said place, and ih)nting 
on Belknap and Mount. Vernon streets, are six more houses, the 
first owned and occupied by George W. Lj-man, Esq., who is, or 
was, also proprietor of several of the others. There are seven 
houses on the avenue or ** alley.** Back of the State House, on 
the north side of Mount Vernon street, is an elegant block of seven 
costly residences, extending fW>m Hancock to Temple street, all 
which, except a strip of the westerly house, come under this title. 
On the same street (easterly of Temple street) are two houses of 
smaller size and cost; and on the east side of Temple street 
another block of eight houses of the same character. These two 
last ranges of houses cover, as we have seen, the site of the monu- 
ment« and the chief part of the six rods square around it, there 
being onlj* a small portion of it on the west side of Temple street. 
The result is, that on the Hancock estate, besides the State 
House and most of the Reservoir, there have been laid out four or 
live streets or ways, on which stand, in all, say forty brick dwell- 
ing-houses. Tlie grounds belonging to the old stone mansion 
house, will eventually — I trust, however, at a distant day— 
afford space enough for three more as elegant residences as can be 
built in the city. A magnificent estate truly, and yet acquired by 
the ancestor of the Hancock family within about a century (1785, 
1752, 1759), at a cost of £1,000 province currency, £150 sterling, 
and £220 lawfhl money of Great Britain ; andif ** Inquirer** is right, 
as he probably is, in estimating the £1,000 at only SdS8|, the 
total cost would have been onlj slightly above tvoo thotuand 
doOan* 

In view, alike of the two public edifices whidi have been erected 
on it, and of the distinguished public services of its former pro- 
prietor, it never has been and never can be surpassed in interest 
by any private estate within the limits of Boston. It is, indeed, a 
coincidence no less striking than agreeable, that on one and the 
same homestead should stand, as it were side by side together, 
the edifice of our State sovereignty, and the mansion of him whose 
signature was first affixed to our national diarter. 

Glbaxbb. 
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SEWALL*S ELM PASTURE. 

(kicUr 4, 28SS. 

Mb. Editor : — Who erer heard of ** SewalFs Elm PMtiirt«* or 
of Coventry street, Sewall street, and Bishop Stoke street? Some* 
of your readers, who are in a state of ignoranee on these points, 
may, perhaps, be glad to be enlightened. . 

West of Bosworth's passage-way to his pastures, afterwaida 
Belknap or Joy street, came a 5-acre pastore, derived nnder BIdH 
ard Truesdale and Thomas Millard. In Book of Possessions (1 
62) Richard Truesdale's possession is three-fourths of an acre, 
bounded on the Common south, Nathaniel Eaton north, Bosw o rl h 
west, and Thomas Millard east. 

Thomas Millard's possession was half an acre, bounded with the 
Common south, Richard Truesdale west, Thomas Scottow east 
and north. Zacheus Bo8worth*s possession (f. 73) was two aeres 
in the new field, bounded with the Common south, Ridiard Truea- 
dale east, Jane Parker west, Wm. Wilson and John Ruggles north; 
also 1^ acres bounded with Thomas Millard south, James Johnson 
north, Edward Dennis east, and Richard Sherman west. Boa- 
worth, as we have seen, conveyed to said Millard one acre, 
bounded with Edward Hutchinson north, the Common sooth, 
Thomas Millard east, and said Zacheus west, October 10, l€ftl» 
— being part of the State-House lot, — and transmitted to. bis 
daughter the whole two acres of the Hancock land west of the 
State House. For practical purposes, notwithstanding the 
deficiency of contents as stated in the Book of Possessions, the 
title is safe under the two following deeds to tbe whole land there-' 
by conveyed: — 

Richard Truesdale and Mary his wife to Thomas Deane — deed 
May 14, 1667 (Lib. 5, f. 284). Three acres more or less, bounded 
on the Common south, on Thomas Millard north and east, on 
Francis East west, on Thomas Brattle and Humphrey Davy north- 
westerly. 

Thomas Miller conveyed to said Deane, May, 1668 (Lib. 5, t 
249) , 3 acres bounded on the Common south-west, on lEUchard Cook, 
Hamphrej Davy, and Thomas Bratde north-weat^ on the highwaj 
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leading to Ridiaid Cook*s north-east [Le., Joj alicci], and on 
said Deane sootli-westeiij. 

These two purchases would seem to be € aerea, but Thomas 
Deane and Ann, his wife, sell the same to James Wbetcombe, Feb. 
11, 1672 (Lib. 8, f. 62) as five acres, more or less* bought partly 
of Tniesdale and partly of Miller, bounded sonth-westo^ on the 
Common, on Cook, Deane, and Brattle north-wesit on Fhtncia 
East west, on the highway firom Cook's to the Common nottb-east- 
eriy. 

Whetcomb conveyed it to Wm. Hawkins as eariy as 1678, and 
Wm. Hawkins and Anna, his wife, conveyed to l^hraim Savage, 
1690 (L. 15, f. 46), as ^* formerly purchMed by said Hawkins of 
James Whetcomb.** Ephraim Savage and Elizabeth, his wife, con- 
veyed to Samuel Sewall, April 2, 1692 (L. 15, f. 18S), as five 
acres, more or less, bounded south on the Common 28 rods 9 feet, 
west on Francis East 27^ rods, north on Cook, Davie and Brattle 
83 rods, and east on the lane leading to Mr. Cook*a 22| rods. 

Hon. Samuel Sewall was husband of Hannah, daiq^itar of Hull, 
the mintmaster. She died, and he mortgaged to Joseph Wads- 
woith, town treasurer, the west part of this pasture, in 1721 (L. 
35, f. 201), to secure an annuity of £5, payable every 2d of April, 
for the use of the school in Pond street, of whidi Charles Angier 
is now master,* not far from where John Sanford kept sdKwl, to 
which Hannah, the wife of his youth, and mother of hisdiildren, 
used to go, and whom she used to mention with pleasure. Lest 
the residents on Beacon street should feel alarmed as to this rent 
chaige of JC5,I will mention that it was released by the town to his 
heurs. He married Mary, widow of Robert Gibba, 1721 (Suffolk, 
Ub. 36, f. 59), and died seized of this pasture in 1729. 

This pasture may be set down as an investment of some of Mr. 
Hull's ** shillings,** though not made by himself personally. Con- 
sidering the member of them which Judge Sewall recdved with 
his wife, and which made him one of our wealthiest citizena, the 
donation aboTe mentioned was not, in itself, a munificent endow- 
ment of our public schools, nor, viewed as a patting tribute of 
affecUon to the memory of the wife of his youth, when, in his old 
age, he was Just taking another helpmate, can it be oonsidered as 
iuTolving any veiy lavM expenditure. 
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STREETS ON PAPER. 

0€UUr 8. 18S4. 

Mr. Editor : — Judge Samuel Sewall died« as we haye aeeii, Im 
1 729. By the law, as It stood till ^ the eldest son took a douUe 
share. He left three childreo : Samuel, the eldest sod; Joseph; 
Judith, the wife of William Cooper ; and the four children of a 
deceased daughter, Elizabeth, wife of Grove Hurst, yis. : Haiy, 
wife of William Pepperell, Jr. ; Elizabeth, wife of Chailes Channcj ; 
Hannah, wife of Nathaniel Balston ; and Jane, wifo of Addingtoa 
Davenport. These heirs selected referees to divide this pasture into 
lots, and thej then drew for a choice, and executed mutual releases 
(1 732) . There was laid out a 85-feet street parallel to Beacon street, 
and 170 feet north of it, which street extended westerly ftom Bel- 
knap street 464 feet. There were also opened two streets nui« 
ning northerly ftom Beacon street, 25 feet by 170 feet de^. The 
first of these was 160 feet west of Belknap street, and was called 
Bishop Stoke street ; the other was 160 feet forther west, and was 
called Coventiy street. 

All these streets I consider to have been virtually, perhaps aeto* 
ally, only streets on paper. They had no outlet into other lands, 
but merely served as access to the several lots into which this pas* 
ture was divided. They have had no existence, in feet, for ca^ 
tainly the last 60 years. Part of Bishop Stoke street, indeed* 
now comes within the lines of Walnut street. 

*^ Sewell's elm pasture,** which began as six acres and shrank 
up to five acres, proved on survey, in 1732, to hold out only 4{ 
acres. It measured 440 feet on the Common or Beacon street, and 
thence extended back, the easterly line diverging, and on the 
north forming a very irregular line on Allen's 16|-acre pasture 
(afterwards Wheelrighf s, and finally bought by the Mt. Vernon 
Proprietors). Its greatest depth feom Beacon street was at aboot 
the centre, where it measured 490 feet. Some idea of its general 
dimensions may be formed by considering that the present square 
between Beacon, Belknap, Mt. Vernon, and Walnut streets, 
stitutes Just about the easterly half of this pasture. . 

a BUak la th« offglaaL — W. H. W. 
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Without going into tb« detail of the Tarioas deeds of these lots, 
the general result is, that all west of Walnut street, as now laid 
out, gets united in John Singleton Copley, partly by deeds of Dr. 
Sylvester Ganlner, in 1770, and })saWy by deed of John Williams, 
in 1778; there being intervening deeds by Peter Lucee, 1744; 
Benjamin Bagnal, 1744^ Hon. John Erving, 1752; Nathaniel 
Cunningham, 1 788, and his son, Nathaniel, 1 751 • These purchases 
of Copley included, also, a gore east of Walnut street, which was 
subsequently conveyed by him, 1800 (194, f. 116), to Dr. John 
Joy, in whom all the other lots east of Walnut street likewise get 
united in 1791-1798. 

Great confusion exists among some of the series of deeds of this 
easterly moiety of the pasture, and in 1792 a deed was made to 
said Joy by John Williams, executor, for £100 (L. 171, f. 255), 
which was a mere pretended title. Some time after Mr. Joy 
had bought and paid for it, it is said that Mr. Williams asked him 
if he did not want to pay £100 more for another deed, and on Mr. 
Joy's asking what he meant, told him that he had UUl gat om muck 
title left as he had originally conveyed. This very deed, however (as 
affording a distinct basis of a possessory title), became ultimately 
of great value ; since it quietly cured all informalities and deficiencies 
in the deeds of the true owners. A fine plan of this estate of Dr. 
Joy, in 1799, accompanies an indenture recorded Lib. 192, fol. 
198. A small gore of land south of Mount Vernon street comes 
under Allen or Wheelwright. AU the residue of Joy's land is ftom 
Sewall's pasture. His whole lot finally measured 172 feet on 
Beacon street, 457 feet 4 inches on Walnut street, 805 feet 1 inch 
on Mount Vernon street, and 855 feet 8 inches on Joy street, being 
about 100,000 sqoare feet. 

Glbanxr. 



CONDITIONS. — EAVES. 

Odoh€r li, 1855. 

Mr. EprroR : — Titles to real estate forfeitable by breach of con- 
dition are by no means uncommon in Boston, being, however, 
chiefly held under deeds made during the present centoiy. Thns 
all North and South Market streets. Park street. Colonnade row, 
and a large proportion of all the lands on the Neck and elsewhere. 
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cooyejed by the city, are on condition. All Winthrop place is 
held under conditional deeds of George Bond. The large Barton 
Point estate is held under such deeds flrom the Barton Point Asso* 
ciation. The whole great area of the old Mill Pond lands was so 
conveyed. The lots upon Broad, India, and Central streets, with 
the other streets in that vicinity, were so conveyed by the Broad 
Street Association, or by individuals. The entire marginal lots, 
and many others, at East Boston are also subject to conditions. 

There is great inconvenience as well as danger firom such titles. 
For instance, one large tract is conveyed at East Boston on condl* 
tion that no ferry shall be established. Fifty separate house-lots 
are sold off with warranty, mailing no mention of the condition, 
the parties supposing that it is inapplicable to any except the re* 
maining water-lots; and 3*et a breach by this remaining owner 
might work a forfeiture of the whole original tract, and destroy the 
titles of his innocent grantees. In one court in this city, a tract, 
on which now stand seven dwelling-houses, is conveyed by one 
.deed, with a like Joint condition as to the style of building, — mak« 
ing each proprietor liable for the acts of half-a-dozen neighbors. 
And this is especially true of many of the city lands on the Neck. 
It not unflrequently liappens that the mention of the condition (even 
when made merely of the one particular lot) gets omitted in later 
deeds by mistake, and thus a party may ruin himself unconsciously 
by some little violation. 

In Gray vs, Blanchard (8 Pick. Rep., 284) land was conveyed 
on the condition that *' no windows shall be placed In the north 
wall of the house aforesaid, or of any house to be erected on the 
premises within 80 years from the date hereof,** and the breach of 
this condition forfeited the entire estate. 

How great a risk may be run ih)m this cause will be apparent by 
considering the following adjudication : -* - • 

In 8 Gushing, 150, Millett vs. Fowle, it was decided by the 
Supreme Court that the expression in a deed *^ four feet from the 
northerly tide of the building," means four feet from the extreme9t 
part of the building, and therefore from the eaveal In other words 
that eaves, as they project over the front or side of a house, are the 
extremest part of that /ron< or side of the building. 

Now, there are many long ranges of estates in Boston, where, 
for the purposes of uniformity, conditions were originally imposed, 
the breach of which would work a forfeiture. One of these condl* 
tions always prescribes the front of the houses (as that the front 
of every building erected shall be 6 feet or 10 feet back from the 
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line of the street). The main oralis are accordinglj placed on that 
exact line. Under the above decision, if the eavu^ or as it would 
seem even the window-sills or caps project an inch, it works a for- 
feiture, because th€ extrtmai part of the (h>nt of the house must be 
at the distance prescribed. 

I verily believe^ therrfart^ thai every estate in BoaUmf which ha$ 
heretofore been conveyed on auch a condition (and the city are mak* 
ing such conveyances every day)^ hoM been forfeited under the above 
decision. Or^ in other words^ that the above decision strictly carried 
out would defeat many hundred honest titles. 

It is undoubtedl}* a sound rule of law that in all cases of reasona- 
ble doubt a deed is to be construed most stronglj against the 
grantor. This has been applied, and I think rightly, in an extreme 
case (Saltonstall vs. Long wharf), where a little store lot, 18 feet 
on State street, was convcjed, bounded east on the sea otflals^ and 
the deed was held also to pass aU the fiats to loW'Koier mark along 
the whole soutJi side of Long wharf because, by the use of two 
words, one of which passed the flats, and the other which excluded 
them, a reasonable doubt arose as to the grantoi^s intent, making 
this rule of construction applicable. But it seems to me that in the 
class of cases above referred to there is no such reasonable doubt of 
the intent. The side — the front — the watt — of a house means 
the main, general line of such side^ fronts or wall^ — not those little 
|)etty projections, such as window-caps or sills, always added for or- 
nament ; or the more indispensable eaves, required alike for the effect- 
ual support of the roof, and the S3*mmetrical finish of the structure. 
I have thus far considered the above decision as erroneous on 
general grounds, and even assuming that the Court were correct in 
holding eaves to be part of the side of the house over which they 
project. But Webster*s Dictionary defines ** eaves '* to be ^' the 
edge or lower border of the roof of the building which overhangs 
the walls and casts off the water that falls on the roof.** In like 
manner, Johnson and Walker's Dictionary, as improved by Todd, 
defines eaves as *' the edges of the roof which overhang the house,"* 
quoting Shakespeare for this meaning. I have not thought it 
necessary to consult any other lexicographical authorities. 

Under these definitions^ of course, a line running 4 feet firom the 
side of a building is not to be measured from the eaves, which are 
not a part of the side of the building, but of the roof In other 
words, our Supreme Court, aa lately as 1851, have decided that 
*' eaves ** in law means a part of a house wholly different firom what 
it means by the standard dictionaries of the English language* 
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Within the past year, indeedt quite a number of elegant new 
houses on the Neck were found to be accidentally forfeited to tlie 
city because their bow-fironts projected over the prescribed Une, 
and on application the forfeiture was released. 

Latterly condttions have Justly become very unpopular, and 
rtstrictionM are imposed instead. This is the case with Pemberton 
square, Edinboro' street, the South-Cove lots, etc, where the par- 
ties may enter and remove the building, or resort to equity to 
compel a specific performance of the agreement. Courts lean 
strongly against conditions, as is indeed abundantly proved by the 
late case of the Brattle-street Parsonage. While it seems by the 
case of Austin V9. Cambridgcport, etc. (21 Pick., 215), that if a 
condition be created by deed, the grantor may lawfblly devise such 
interest, and a subsequent breach will give the estate to his devisee, 
such devise noi being too retMU^ and therefore void* And yet in 
the latter case, where a testator, by one and the same instrument, 
first creates a like condition, and then devises his remaining right, 
such devise over is too remote^ and therefore void, though to common 
apprehension the ultimate devise is exactly equally retmoU in eadi 
case ; and though wills are avowedly construed more tenderly and 
charitably, as to the intent of the testator, than deeds are, because 
they are oilen made in extremiM and without the aid of counsel, 
and the use of inartificial language is therefore overlooked in view 
of the manifest general intent. 

A law passed prohibiting all conditions, or all forfeitures for 
breach of condition, would, I think, be a good one* Glbaheb. 

P.S. Worcester, in his new model dictionary, is as much behind 
the age as his predecessors. He defines ** Eaves'* as ** the edges 
of the roof of a house." 



FREDERIC TUDOR— R. O. SHAW. 

Oaober 15, 185$. 

Mr. EDrroR: — Dr. Joy was desirous of getting a house i% ik€ 
country^ as more healthfhl than a town residence, and he selected 
this locality as *^ being country enough for him.** There were, 
indeed, then but iwohauseM west of the square, which he purchased 
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— one of them occupied by Charles Cashing, Esq. the other bj 
** Master" Vinal, both standing on the Copley estate. The bar- 
berry bushes were flourishing over this whole area, as they now 
do on the hills of West Roxbury. And he was right in believing 
that nowhere else conld he inhale purer breezes than those which 
were wafted across the Boston Common and the river that then 
washed its borders. There were then no noxious exhalations 
ttom the ^^ Back Bay ; " and they do not, indeed, even now, reach 
as far as this favored spot. 

The prices paid by Dr. Joy were £100, £66 ISs. 4d., 8500 and 
£387, or about 82,000. There now stand on this land twenty-two 
dwelling-houses, among which are many of the very finest in our 
whole city. Its whole present value cannot be less than half a 
million of dollars. Dr. Joy sold off all the westerly and most of 
the northcrlj* portions, retaining for his own occupancy the south- 
east part of the estate, measuring 97 feet on Beacon street, and 
254 feet 7 inches on Belknap street, now called Joy street. On 
this he erected a modest and gracef\il wooden dwelling-house, 
which was eventuall}' removed to South Boston Point, where it is 
still, or was recentlj', standing, on land of Benjamin Adams, Esq. 
Here he lived till his death, in 1818. He left a widow, Abigail, 
and two children, Joseph G. and Nabby; and, in 1838, this 
reserved lot was sold by his heirs for 898,000, and upon it were 
erected three dwelling-houses on Beacon street and the four 
southerly houses of the^blodc on Joy street. 

The comer estate on Beacon and Joy streets (land and build- 
ing) is supposed to have cost Israel Thomdike 890,000. It was 
subsequentlj' purchased by the late R. G. Shaw for 850,000, and 
was the mansion-house estate occupied by him at his decease. It 
has been since bought by Frederick Tudor for 870,000, who still 
owns and occupies it. The adjoining house on Beacon street 
belonged to the late Samuel T. Armstrong, in whose mayoralty it 
was, I believe, that the iron fence was completed around the Com- 
mon, and whose signature, as Lt. Governor, gave validity to a 
new code. of laws, the Revised Statutes of the Commonwealth, in 
1836. " 

The only natural productions of New England, as has been well 
said, are ice and granite. It is to the wisdom and intelligence, 
and above all to the indomitable energy and perseverance, ot Mr. 
Tudor, that the first of these articles has become a mine of wealth 
to the community, far more precious than the richest ** placers* 
of California. It is, I believe, a fav<Hnte theory of political ecouA- ^ 
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mists tbat a nation is on the road to ruin when Hie Takie of ite 
imports exceeds that of its exports. Bat the Ihllaqf beeo m ea 
manifest when a cargo of Mr. Tudor^s ice — worth almost aotUng 
here except the labor of collecting it — is sent abroad to the pant*, 
ing and perspiring denizens of the tropics, or to refiredithe natlTea 
of even distant India, and is there exchanged Ibr a praeiotts 
freight of costly spices and merchandise. 

I remember to have heard with mach interest an aocoont of iSbm 
first sliipment of ice to India, fix>m the gentleman wbo want witt 
it as supercargo. He described the naive astonlthment of the 
naUves as they took into the palms of their hands litUa parttdea 
of ice, and watched them slowly melt away, — the pioceediiig 
being apparently conducted as cautiously as if they bad been 
handling live coals, — and the formal entertainment giveii bj the 
Governor General, Lord William Bentinck, as an appredattva 
acknowledgment to those who had thus placed within the rea^ 
of a great nation one of the most delightfhl Inxnriea of a bonntUol 
Providenoe. 

All honor to Jlfr. Tudor for his great diMeovayi May liia own 
prosperity always keep pace with the ruinoui conseqnenoes whidi 
it has entailed upon New England. 

Nor was Mr. Shaw a less remarkable man in bis way. Ever 
e^Etensively and actively engaged in commerce, cantions when bo 
seemed to be most bold and daring, he displayed a nnilbrm 
sagacity which, in its results, was as advantageooa to himself as it 
was to the communify. The public spirit which be diq[>layed 
through life was also manifested by munificent diaiitable bo> 
quests and endowments, which will make his name known and 
honored long after the wealth that he won for liis bdxs shall bavo 
passed away, and the memory of his useftil career as a citixen ahall 
be forgotten. 



LXI. 

BOBERT O. SHAW. 
Odober SO, 1855. 



Mr. Editor: — My last article closed with a brief allnsioii to 

the Iste fi. G. Shaw, Esq. It is well known that, before his deathf 

he became a ooifvert to spiritnaWam. \rVn\A bit i^^^\2& 
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tomed shrewdness in all business transactions, he yet implicitlj 
believed that he had dail}* comnianications with deceased relatives, 
and derived Arom this belief the greatest satisfacUon and consola^ 
tion. That such a man should have arrived at such a result would 
of itself imply that he must have witnessed phenomena that tended 
to Justify it. These phenomena may, perhaps, be satisfactorily 
explained by another h3'pothesis. IVesident Mahan has recently 
published a very able volume, having this object, and in which he 
considers as incontestable the fads testified to by so many credible 
persons, and manj* of which he had himself witnessed* 

Within the past year circumstances led me to take much inter- 
est in this subject. Designedly omitting to read anything in rela- 
tion to it, I determined to observe for myselH The use ottk pencil to 
point at the letters of the alphabet having been suggested in some 
quarters as a source of unconscious error (inasmuch as a person 
may involuntaril}* pause longer upon the right letter than upon 
others, — a circumstance of which an intelligent and observing 
medium might take advantage), I latterly dispense with entirely, 
in the following manner : A printed card contained the letters of 
the alphabet in three lines of 8 letters each. I asked that the rape 
should be made 1, 2, or 3 for the line at which I was to look, and 
then, after a slight pause, that fhrther raps should be made, from 
1 to 8, for the particular letter meant in that line. The effect was 
as if the particular letter had been at once called out viva voce 
without any instrumentality of my own. 

I have in this way often obtained a scries of pertinent and coher- 
ent answers to mental questions, without a single mistake^ through 
a session of two hours. Tliis demonstrated to my satisfaction that 
a power of thought-reading existed somewhere, residing in, or 
proTcd by, the agenc}' which caused the raps, whatever that agency 
might be. Whether this is a mesmeric or a spiritual manifestation 
is the question discussed in Mr. Mahan's volume. He adopts the 
former theory. Whatever may be the true explanation the inves- 
tigation is one of intense and absorbing interest. 

As far as my own experience goes, the raps have always pur* 
ported to come from the spirits of deceased persons, in natural 
terms of relationship or endearment, and in their accustomed 
modes of expression ; sometimes fix>m persons long since dead, who 
had not been in my thoughts for years. I have never been able to 
get any as (h>m living pereone. 'KLt. Mahan, however, has a mass 
of testimony to the contrary. These raps (as iW>m particular 
qpirits) I have always found marked by individual \^u]UAs>J(SMk 
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signally appropriate, and identifying them ftom all othen, l^ loud* 
ness or gentleness, rapidity or slowness, by their prolonged or 
abmpt character. One spirit, indeed, always annoanoed Umsdf 
by a creaking, corkscrew rap in the leg of the table, — thns distill* 
guishing himself ftom all others by as marked a characteristtc as 
those which had made him preeminent among his flsllow^mea 
while living. I have someUmes said mentoffy, ** Will all who haT« 
been present rap together?"* and immediately there has ensued 
such a tattoo of all these varioos raps as was truly astonishing, thi 
corkscrew being clearly noticeable among and above them alL 

The mesmeric theory supposes that you get, as it were, a mere 
reflection of your own thoughts, belief, or wish, and in a vast 
majority of cases sudi is undoubtedly the fact ; but the answers 
which I have obtained have been sometimes wholly unexpected* 
Thus, one day last winter, I was passing through WasMngtoa 
street, and inadvertently went along the sidewalk of a building from 
which persons were breaking off masses of ice and frosen snow. 
One of these masses fell, and, hearing cries of warning, I shrank up 
close to the wall, and it Just grazed my shoulder and elbow, and then 
shivered to pieces on the sidewalk. I felt that I had had a nanow 
escape from certain death. I was then on my way to Mr. Hay* 
den's, where I went immediately. No one else was present. I said 
mentaUyy ** What happened to me as I was coming here?* The 
alphabet spelt out, **Tou came near being killed.** — **How?**-— 
^' By a fall of ice from the roof of a house.** — '* How did it haf^B 
that it did not fall upon me and kill me?** The spirit purporting 
to respond was my fathei^s. The answer began, **I proU^'^ 
I had supposed that it would state the act of mint which saved me ; 
but when it began with these letters I supposed it would be, ** / 
protett I don't know.** The answer actually given was, ** / pro^ 
tected you/* — «« How ?"* — «« By slanting off the ice.** This led to a 
series of questions and answers as to the power of spirits over 
matter, etc., etc 

So, also, at a session in company with a distinguished dergy* 
man of this cit}', I asked of a certain ^^ spirit,** purporting to be 
present, whether a certain other was there also. 1 rap, or no. 
** Can you get him?** 8 raps, or yes. *^ Do so, and as soon as be 
comes, both of you rap.** In a few minutes their raps were heard 
accordingly. In the meantime another spirit was communicating, 
and had Just finished a sentence with the word **oncle.** I 
remarked aloud to my friend, ** Tou see it is all right except one 
letter.** 1 then turned to communicate with the spirit sent fbr. 
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Immodiatelj many raps were heard of the same faint and rapid 
character as those of my late correspondent. The medium saidt 
** The one you have been communicating with wishes to say some- 
thing more.** Whereupon, resuming that communication, the 
alphabet spelt out ** u," and then left off. I said ** Proceed.** 1 
rap, or no. I said, ** Is that all?** S raps, or yes. I reflected 
for a moment, and exclaimed, ** Oh« you mean that u is the right 
letter where I said one letter was wrong?** Immediately alHrma- 
tive raps came several times repeated. I said, ** Then rap back- 
wards from the end of your communication, once for each letter, 
till you get to the wrong letter, and I will strike it out and snb> 
stitnte tf .** 5 raps then came, and I changed the o to tf . I then 
said, **Is it now right?** and got the same cordial affirmative. 
WTien ** tt** came, 1 had not the MLightut idea that U uhu to be a 
eorredi<m of^^oJ* 

This exceptional class of cases is also discussed in Mr. Mahan*s 
volume ; but, on the whole, I became satisfied that, although Mr. 
Shaw may have arrived at an erroneous conclusion, the premieee 
upon which he acted were by no means a mere absurd delusion ; 
but that he, like myself, had witnessed a mystery of nature worthy 
of the most careful and exact scientific investigation. 

All my articles have been about land^ and perhaps this brief 
visit to the spirit land maj* be allowable as one of the series. Yon 
will, I trust, at any rate, excuse me for what you may perhaps, 
regard as mere idle speculations, unworthy even of a 

Glbameb. 



IjXII« 

URIAH COTTINO — SAMUEL APPLETON. 

(kiob^ S5, 1866. 

Mb. EorroB: — The most westerly of the three houses on Beji^ 
oon street, built on the land sold by Dr. Joy*s heirs, in 18S8, is 
that owned by B. C. Clark, Esq., an active and intelligent mer- 
chant, the author of an interesting pamphlet respecting Hayti, 
with which country he has extensive business relations. West cf 
Ids house comes a large lot which Dr. Joy in his lifetime sold to 
the late Uriah CoUing in 1806 (L. 216, f. 16). It measured in 
front 75 feet on Beaocm street, and «i!l«BA«i^^\»^ qcl^^^S^oks^ 
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street, widening in tlM rear to KM feet. I have in a fbrmir 
article briefly alluded to Mr. CotUng, who lived and died in tiio 
house in Somerset street there spoken of. When he mado tUs 
purchase of Dr. Joj he supposed himself, and on reasonable 
grounds, to be one of the wealthiest of our citizens, and accord* 
ingly began the foundations of a magnificent mansion, with a 
fVce-stone Aront, occupj'ing the whole site of the two houses be* 
longing to the late Samuel Appleton and the late Benjamin P. 
Homer. It would have surpassed any house even now existing 
among us, and at that time there was no edifice that could have 
borne the slightest comparison with it for splendor and eleganoe. 
The lower story was already constructed, when the embargo, 
followed by war, took place. Rents declined; real estate Ml 
exceedingly in value, and he found himself — comparative^, 
at least — a poor man. He at once took down the building, and 
selling off to Mr. Homer the westerly moiety of the land (and of 
other lands which he had bought behind it), he erected on the 
residue the elegant mansion now standing, and which he sold to 
Mr. Appleton for 830,000, in 1818 (L. 259, f. 244), the lot being 
43 feet in front and 330 feet deep. His health soon afterwaide 
began to fail, and he died of a rapid consumption in 1819 ; and 
such still continued to be the depressed state of all kinds of prop* 
erty that bis estate eventually proved insolvent. 

I will mention an anecdote relating to this house and to its 
original and ];pcent ownership. On the death of the widow of Mr« 
Getting, one of the most estimable and exemplary of women, 
which happened but a few years ago, I published in the ** Boston 
Courier " a notice of the services of Mr. dotting, detailing varione 
extensive improvements which he had planned and executed; 
and I concluded by suggesting that perhaps some of our wealthj 
citizens, whose own fortunes had been increased by a pardcipation 
in his enterprises, might be willing to contribute something to 
replace to his daughters a small annuity which their mother had 
hitherto received under the will of the late Edward Tnckennaii, 
and which thenceforth ceased. The article was copied by another 
of our chief journals, and its closing suggestion approved. I 
waited first upon Mr. Appleton. He told me the circumstances of 
his purchase of thia house, saying, ** I meant to deal at the time 
liberally with Mr. dotting, and offered him the amount of what 
I thought its actual value, ' telling him that he mi^^t take six 
months to find any other purchaser who would give him more* la 
M few dajBf however, he camA baidk sa^ a»^\l^ft^\&% ^jflBu^ admit- 
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ting that nobody else was willing to give so roach. He expressed 
his great satisfaction at selling it« and his obligation to me for 
what he himself considered a Aill and adequate compensation.** 
Mr. Appleton did noi end by saying, ** So you perceive that there 
is no reason wh}* / should be thus called upon." ** But,** he said 
to me, ^Uhe estate is now worth more than double that price, 
(perhaps $75,000), and I will head j'our paper with $500." This 
was more than I had hoped for, though I had never been refused 
by him in m}- life, but, on the contrary, had alwa^'S found him a 
most ** cheerful giver." Another gentleman, who had been in- 
timately associated with Mr. Cotting, at once added his name for 
the same sum. lion. David Sears and others subscribed various 
anx>unts in a like liberal sphrit, and I was in the ** full tide of suo- 
cessAil experiment," when I received, Arom the young ladies 
interested, instructions to proceed no farther, lest that should 
be yielded to my solicitations which would not have been 
spontaneously offered as a tribute of respect for their father^s 
memory. 

Mr. Cotting is buried in the Granary burjing-ground. The 
forthcoming volume of Mr. Bridgman, in relation to this place 
of interment, will doubtless be as* accurate in its facts and as 
beautiAil a specimen of letter-press and typography as his similar 
volume on the King's Chapel burying-ground, and I cordially 
advise all who are interested in ** historical gleanings" to sub- 
scribe for it at once. I am glad that it will preserve in a perma- 
nent form what I feel indeed to be but a slight and inadequate 
tribute to the memory of perhaps the most distinguished citizen 
who has been laid to his rest in that field of death. 

Mr. Appleton died in this house, July 12, 1858, aged 87 years. 
In youth a villsge school-master, in manhood an eminent mer- 
chant, he found in acts of daily beneficence the best solace for 
the infirmities of age. Simple habits, uncompromising integrity, 
and a noble public spirit, won for him the confidence and regard of 
the community ; and death gently closed a life that had been pro- 
longed and blest by the kindest oflSces of domestic affection. He 
beqaeathed a large part of his great wealth for purposes of litera- 
ture, science, charity, and religion. A mural tablet in the King's 
Chapel will appropriately record his virtues ; but to this spot, where 
be lived so long, happy in making others happy, — a spot hallowed 
by the gratefhl prayers of the widow and the orphan, — the Minalist 
of Boston will point with pride as the ham§ of Samud JppUUm. 

Glxaxse. 
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0€toUr 30t 2866. 

Mr. Editor: — Id our last article we meDtioned that Mr. Cot* 
ting sold to the late Bei^jamin P. Homer, in 1816, the aoath-wesi 
comer lot of Dr. Joy's land. It measured 82 feet on Beacon 
street, and 200 feet on Walnut street (L. 250, f. 293). He sold 
the rear lot, measuring 66 feet 6 inches on Walnut street, to N. P. 
Russell, Esq., 1814 (L. 248, f. 273), which also subsequently 
became the property of Mr. Homer. Mr. Homer had rather more 
than his share of the old streets. A strip of 15 feet in width of 
old Bishop Stoke street takes half the width of his lot, and old 
Sewall street runs across his rear. If these easements could now 
be enforced, his lot would certainly be sadly curtailed ci its DUr 
proportions. 

lie was one of the *^ solid " men of Boston, and at his death, in 
1838, was one of our oldest merchants. His will contained pro- 
visions which called for Judicial oonstrucUon, and there are at 
least three printed decisions in our reports growing out ct it 
(2 Met. Rep., 194 ; 5 Met., 462, and 11 Met., 104). The Legisla- 
ture also have been appealed to, more than once, to cut the Got- 
dian knot which the law could not untie. One clause of his will 
was as follows : ** And I do hereby expressly authorize and em- 
power my executors, or tuck of them cm shaU take upon themedvee 
the probate of this totU, to sell and convey and execute good and 
sufficient deeds to convey all or any of my real estate.** He 
appointed two executors, both of whom proved the will and 
assumed the trust ; but one of them immediately found that he had 
personal interests incompatible with this official position, and 
forthwith resigned his trust, and the other acted alone in the entire 
settlement of the estate, except only in this first ac£ of proving the 
will. A statute expressly authorizing a resignation of an executor 
was passed March 24, 1848. The Court, in the case before them, 
did not find it necessary to consider the validity of this resignation, 
but they did decide that, if the resignation was valid, the power of 
sale could not be exercised by the other executor. In^ arriving at 
this result they adopted the strictest literal construction of the 
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words, ** take upon themselves the probate of this will,** whidi 
might perhaps fairly and liberally have been considered as equiva- 
lent to *^ taking upon themselves the teUlemeiU of my t^aZe^'* or 
** those who shall be the a^ing executors of my will for the time 
being.** For the testator certainly had little con/fdence in them 
hath jointly and in each of them 9eparatdy. Looking back upon 
the past professional anxieties and perplexities, though I certainly 
should not say that I wished that Mr. Homer had never lived 
(since that would have involved the loss of several pleasant young 
neighbors, belles of the rising generation), I can yet truly say 
that I have more than once wished that he uhu st^ living. 

On the rear purchase of Mr. Homer, stood the house in Walnut 
street, of which the late Dr. George Parkman was tenant at 
the time of his murder. Posterity can hardly overestimate the 
intensity of the excitement awakened in the community by his 
tragical fate, and bj* the judicial proceedings which ensued. If I 
should select the two occasions of a public character which I have 
found more deeply interesting than any others, I should refer, 
without hesitation, to the hour when the lovely and accomplished 
daughters of Professor Webster, sustained, as they obviously 
were, by an entire conviction of his innocence, gave with mingled 
calmness and sensibility their modest and touching testimony in 
his behalf; and that more awfhl hour, when, nearly at the dead 
of night, we had assembled on the same spot to hear the verdict 
rendered, which consigned to an ignominious death one who had 
been the instructor of our earlier days, and with whom we had 
since continued to be on pleasant terms of social acquaintance 
and friendship. The moon was shining serenely and bright as I 
went forth IVom that sad scene ; having looked for the last time on 
a fellow-being who, surrounded by the happiest domestic influ- 
ences and affections had yet justly forfeited his life ; not, how- 
ever, I was willing to believe, for a deliberate, preconcerted, and 
cold-blooded murder, but for an act, originally done, as I was 
persuaded, under the sudden impulse of deadly passion; but 
which, when done, was concealed by a resort to the most Iright- 
fiil expedients of which we have any account in the annala of 
criminal Jurisprudence. 

There was a redeeming grace in the final conduct of Webster, 
which much softened the popular IMing against him ; when his 
appeal for executive demencj bad been made, and made in 
Tain; when he knew that in a few brief days he must cease 
to benuipbered among the living, — he addressed a submisslYa 
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and penitent letter to an amiable and exeeUeail detgynuui, the 

near relative of his viotim» asking through him the paRkm cf thoee 

into whose social circle he had brought sodi deep alllieUoB. He 

asked bim as a minister of the God of merqr to iodtate his Divine 

Master, by showing mercy ; as a roan to forgive a ^Ing lUlov* 

man, as he would himself hope to be forgiven. And he al last met 

his fate, not with the indifference of a hardtoed mfllan, but with 

a dignified self-possession, — a sustained fortaUide and reslgiui* 

tion, such as only true repentance (it would aeem) could have 

inspired. 

Gi 



JOHN CALLENDER AND THX LAW. 

KattmUr S. 2BSS. 

Mr. Editor: — Ttie north-west comer kt, €0 fert ca Mount 
Vcmon street, and 103 feet 6 on Walnut street, was sold by Dr. 
Joy to John Callendcr, in 1802, and his heira conveyed to 1dm a 
lot adjoining (35 feet 11 inches on Mount Vemon street), in 
1821. Mr. Callender was for many years the well-known clerk of 
the Supreme Court. In his younger daya he was a person of 
much grace and elegance, and traditionally reputed to have been 
as good a dancer as one of Queen Elizabeth's Lord Chancellors. 
He was a person of much wit and humor. When the Ihll Court 
at Wasliington reversed a decision of Mr. Justice Story, by which 
he had claimed jurisdiction in cases of polldea of insurance as 
being maritime contracts, he was dining with the Judge, and, 
doubtless quite to his annoyance, heguk to joke about the topic, 
playAill}' suggesting to him that he had better bring a bucket of 
salt water into bis court-room to sustain the Jurisdiction. 

When Mr. Callender built his house the level of Walnut street 
was ver3' man}' feet higher than at present. The authorities cut 
down the street, leaving him up in the olr. He was put to vmA 
expense in consequence, though his building did not actually begin 
to tumble into the pit, as Mr. Thurston's did. Like him he 
resorted to the law, and with the like success. The result was the 
source of anything but a placid demeanor on his parL Though 
himself a sworn officer of the law, I really believe that he was 
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led to entertnin serious doubts as to its being " the perfeetion of 
human reason."* 

The north-east lot, bounded 120 feet on Mount Vernon street, 
and 100 feet 8 inches on Joj street, was sold by Dr. J03- in 1802 
to Anna Dummer Perkins, wife of Thomas Perkins, Esq., and 
daughter of William Powell, Esq. She was sister of Mrs. Jona- 
than Mason, one of 'the original Mount Vernon proprietors. Dr. 
Joy, in 1805, also sold to her tlie next 80-feet lot on Joy street. 
On the latter lot stands the dwelling-house now occupied by Henry 
B. Rogers, Esq., whose wife was one of her daughters, and who is so 
well known in this communit}- as connected with our chief chari- 
table and reformatory Institutions, and who was some j-ears since 
an Alderman of the city. On her original lot was erected a fine 
brick dwelling-house, of large and elegant proportions, in which 
she resided till her death, a smaller house being crectied on the 
westerly side of the lot as the residence of another daughter, Mrs. 
F. C. Loring. The mansion house itself has just given place to 
three new dwellings erected by Wm. Gray, Esq. 

It is under a contract between Mr. Perkins and Mr. Thorndike 
that the block of houses on Joy place was set back from the street. 
I trust that my IHend, Mr. Lewis W. Tappan, will not think me too 
personal in remarking that the whole fVx)nt of his house and part of 
that of his southerly neighbor stand on and over the fee of old 
Sewall street. This need be no source of alarm or uneasiness. 
Indeed I am inclined to think that an ancient squat if rather better 
than antf other title. There can be no question that fW>m the 
beginning of the century to 1881, when T^ier vs. Hammond was 
decided, the law, as before acted on and a» then tettled^ would have 
given the soil and fee of this old street to the heirs of Judge 
Sewall. It is equally certain that in 1851, by the decision of 
Xewhall VB. Ireson, it would have been held that the deeds to Dr. 
Joy, bounding, as they do, north and south on that street, each 
passe<l to him a good title to the centre of the street ; in other 
words, that his title had all along been perfect. Both these cases 
related to pftUie highways ; but I am informed that in an unpub- 
lished case reccntl}' decided (Morgan vs. Moore) the Court adhered 
to the last decision, yet refuse to apply it to private ways, so 
that, after all. Judge Sewall's heirs perhaps would again come 
uppermost. But, happilj* above and beyond all these fluctuating 
adjudications, there was a certain fence put up more than forty ^ears 
ago by Dr. Joy, which no adverse claimant can now Jump over or 
kncdcdown* 
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The doctrine that a deed boanding od a itreei, whidi Is a 
visible, actual monament, really rans to an imaginary legal line 
or monttment in the centre of that street (a monament, by the 
way, which the Court in 1831 declared had never existed, althoagh 
in 1851 they say that it had always existed), seems to me founded 
on a misconception of what a monument is^ I believe that the 
rule of ^* monuments governing measurements** is founded on the 
idea that a deed should be construed by its language In reference 
to actual visible landmarks, such as fences, walls, or streets. In 
1881, if a deed bounded by or on a public street, square, or coiii> 
mon, in each case it included no part ci such street, square, or 
common. In 1851, the Court, in the exercise of thehr Jodidal dis- 
cretion, saw fit to decide that a deed bounding on a street should 
convey a fee simple title to the centre of the street. Wl^ should 
not the same rule be applied to all public squares or areas? Is it 
not, indeed, quite possible that a conveyance of land bounding on 
Boston Common may legally give to the grantees liberal yard* 
room in front of their lots, even to the centre line of the Common 
itself? Such a decision would, a priori^ be no more surpridng than 
a change of doctrine which has already occurred in relation to 
abuttors upon streets. 



JJLY. 

THE COPLEY TITLE — ITS LARGE AREA. 

yovimhir 6, 1856. 

Mr. Editor: — In our walk down Beacon street we have now 
readied the greatest estate in Boston, or The CopUy TUU. This 
is made up of three chief divisions. The easterly portion is com- 
posed of the various lots which together constitute the westerly 
moiety of Sewall's Elm Pasture. This portion is about 2} acres, 
and is bounded cast on Dr. Joj^'s land, now Walnut street. It 
extends on Beacon street more than 260 feet, including the stone 
mansion-house estate of Hon. David Sears, and a gore of the 
original garden lot of Mr. Otis, west of it. The westerly boundary 
of this portion is a line which meets Mount Vemon. street at n 
point about 175 feet west of Walnut street, running diagonal^ 
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V. 

through the loti on both sides of Chestnut street, which formerly 
belonged to Madame Swan's trustees. 

Next west of SewalFs Elm Pasture came a 2^-acre pasture of 
Francis East, also united in Copley*. Tliis extended on Beacon 
street to Just about the east line of Spruce street, and the west 
boundar}' of East's Fftsture extended in a bevelling line to Mount 
Vernon fttrcet, which street it intersected a little west of the divi- 
sion line between the two elegant mansions of Messrs. John £• 
and Nathaniel Thayer. These pastures of Sewall and East were 
bounded in the rear by irregular lines extending into« and in some 
parts to or slightly beyond the north line of. Mount Vernon street. 

Finally comes the Blackstone six-acre lot. Tliis bounds south 
on Beacon street to the original channel, which was many hundred 
feet west of Charles street, of about to the lowest long block of 
dwelling-houses now completed on the Mill Dam. On the east 
line it extended along East's Pasture, and beyond it on land of 
Allen, or Wheelwright, and to within a few feet of Pinckney 
street, to a point which is nearly in the range of the westerly 
part of the School-house estate, at the comer of Centre street ; it 
thence extended along in the direction of Pinckney street westerly, 
so as to include all Louisburg square, till it met a line about 50 
feet west of the west line of Louisburg square, where it was 
bounded on the pasture of Zachariah Phillips, on which pasture it 
afterwards bounded northerly b}* a line running to the water. 

The dimensions of the southerly lots of Zachariah Phillips's 
pasture are so loosely given by the deeds that the extreme 
southerly line of that pasture and, of course, the extreme north 
line of the Blackstone, or Copley lot, cannot, perhaps, be stated 
with precision ; but it extended at least as far as, and probably 
north of. Mount Vernon street. And, as we have stated in an 
earlier article on Phillips's Pasture, the Copley deed, which ran 
along towards the water by a line at most 20 feet south of 
Pinckney street, was made, by a certain ancient fence, and the 
possessory acts and claims under it, to run to the water, and to 
sweep across all these southerly lots of Phillips; or, in other 
words, the Copley grant was extended by disseisin to a continuous 
north line, ranging but a few feet south of Pinckney street. 
. The result is, that the estate hekl under John Singleton Copley 
/ embraces all that extensive territory between low-water mark on 
the west, the Common south. Walnut street east, and Mount Ver- 
non street north, as far as the east line of the house of William 
Sawyer, and then including that house and the land behind it, and 
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all Loulsborg tqQare, etc, west of it. It extendtf hf a nortlMrij 
line nearly coinciding with Ffnclniey itreet, to low-water maik. 
The 6 acres of Blackstone, the 2} (^ East, mod the 2} of SewalU 
make a total ofl 1 acres of upkukd; and if to this we add the flatSt 
a large portion of which have been filled np for over 40 jears, 
there is a grand total of certainly not less than 20 acres, and, cor* 
crcd as it now is with splendid private residences, it far surpasses 
in value even the magnificent estate of Governor HanoodCf with 
its costly public edifices* 



EASTS 2J-ACRE PASTURE. 

A«rmWr 9, 1866. 

Mr. EDrroR:. — Before proceeding to make any remarks on the 
particular bouses standing upon the Copley lot, it will be more 
convenient to trace the several purchases made by him, and which 
were included in his sale to the Mount Vernon proprietors. 

We have already stated that he acquired the westerly moiety of 
Sewairs Elm Pasture, or about 2^ acres, by deeds, in 1770-1778, 
swallowing up or fencing in all Coventry street and the westerly 
part of Sewall street. The westcrl}* lots of this Sewall land are 
included in the deed of Dr. Silvester Gardiner to Copley, July 5, 
1770 (L. 117, f. 129), the boundary being westerly, on land of 
said Copley^ 467 feet 8 inches, and north-west, on land of Jeremiah 
Wheelwright (^.e., the Allen pasture), 127 feet 4 inches. The 
earlier deeds of these same lots among the Sewall heirs, 1782 (Jj^ 
47, f. 192-194), bounded west on land of Banister. 

Now, next west of this Sewall land came the original possession 
of Francis East, who must have owned as early as 1^67, being 
named as an abuttor in a deed recorded in Lib. 5, fol. 284. Ill 
the town records is the following entry: *^July 1, 1678. la 
answer to the desire of Francis East to have recorded in the 
Towne book a tract of land containing about 8 acres, bounded 
with Capt. Brattle north [he sold to Allen, &c.] ; the townees 
Common, south ; the land of Nathaniel Williams, west [t.e.« the 
Blackstone lot], and the land of William Hawkins, Sen. (Haw* 
kins owned Se wall's Elm Pasture), on the east, which watfarmer^ 
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a towne grants and no record appearing^ havbig been long in pot* 
iteuion of Mid East^ now onlcred that this record be made thereof.** 
(Boston Records, Lib. 2, fol. 116.) 

It would seem that Francis East died, leaving a son Samuel, who 
died seized of this pasture in 1693. His widow, Mercj* East, as 
administratrix under license of tlie Superior Court of Judicature, 
at term 1693, sold the same to Thomas Banister^ b}* deed dated 
Nov. 24, 1694 (L. 17, t, 23), ** f too acres and near an half^ bounded 
east on Samuel Sewall, south on the Common, west on Capt. 
Nathaniel Williams (i.e., Blackstone lot), north on Nathaniel 
Oliver (who sold to Allen), measuring on the east side 26 rodd 
and 11 feet, on the south side 12 rods 13 feet, on the west side 35 
rodd and 11 feet, and on the north side 14 rodd and 8 feet." Sam- 
uel East, as eldest son of the intestate, released to said Banister 
all his right bj deed, indorsed on and recorded with the above. 

The definite measurements in this deed have enabled me to fix 

with precision the lines of this pastui*e, notwithstanding it comes 

in the centre of Copley's estate, and the westerly lot purchased by 

Copley has no measurements whatever. If this deed had given no 

measurements it could onl}* have been a matter of *^ guess" what 

was the exact westerl}' boundary line of this pasture, or, in other 

words, the exact easterly' line of Blackstone*s 6-acre lot. Mr. 

Banister, the grantee in this deed, acquired also the Blackstone 

lot, making his whole ownership 8^ acres. And the title from 

him I shall trace down, after first getting that purchase into him, 

in a subsequent number. 

Gleakeb. 
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Mb. Editob : — In our last article we traced into Thomas Banis- 
ter, in 1694, the East Pasture of 2j acres, bounded west on land 
of Nathaniel Williams. Now, we long since called upon William 
Blackstone, and have seen that the town granted to him 50 acres, 
and that when he sold out to the town all his right in the same 
and in all lands on the peninsula, he retained to himself a 6-acre 
lot, which he subsequently sold to Richard Pepys, while the town. 



"GLBAinsB* Abxiolbs. Iftl 

in 1640, {Missed a vote not to grant any more hooae-lota wlthla 
certain limits ; tlie oouscquence of which vote was the Boston Coon 
mon, which was doubtless, in great part, the residae of the 50 
acres granted to Blackstone. We have also referred to the eel»» 
brated de^iositions of Odlin and others (and of Anne PoUard^ 
1711, L. 26, f. 84). 

From the deeds of Cole to Phillips, 1658, and of FIdUipa to 
Leverett and wife in 1672, of the Zachariah Phillips pastare hi 
the rear, it is certain that in 1658 this 6-acre lot belonged to 
*« Nathaniel Williams,*' and that, in 1672, in was «« in the oocnpft* 
tion of Peter Bracket, or other successors of Nathaniel WUliaintt 
deceased." In 1638 there is a town grant in the new field near 
Mr. Hlackstone*s (Records, f. 24, and 27. 12. 1642). William 
Colbron and Jacob Eliot are appointed to view a parcel of land 
toward Jfr. Blacksiont^B heachy which Ri^ard Peapen [i.e*, Pepjs] 
desires to purchase of tlie Towne, whether it may be oonveniMit^ 
sold to him. (Vol. 4. f. 64.) 

Richard Pepys and Maiy, his wife, of Ashon, Essex Coontyt 
conveyed to Nathaniel Williams, by act dated January SO, 1655f 
expressly referred to in tlie deed of 1676, hereinafter mentioMd* 
Williams dictl, and his widow Mary married Peter Bracket befiNra 
March 6, 1664 (see deed in 4, f. 264), and Peter Bracket and 
Mar}', his wife, late widow of Nathaniel Williams, in consideration 
of her natural love to Nathaniel Williams and Maiy Viall, ehil* 
drcn of said Mary by her first husband, conveyed to them, tlireo* 
quarters to said Nathaniel and one^uarter to said Maiy, by deed 
of gia, April 14, 1676 (L. 9, f. 825), ''all that mesanage with 
the barnes, stables, orchards, gardens, and also that aiz aorea 
of land, be it more or less, adjoining and belonging ^to said 
messuage, called the Blackstone lot, being the same whidi 
were conveyed to said Nathaniel by Richard Pepya of Aahon, 
Essex County, and Mary, his wife, as by their act, bearii^ dale 
Jan. 30, 1655, more fhlly will appear." 

There being no description in this deed, the land might be aft 
Barton Point as well as at Beacon street ; but independently of 
the depositions referred to, the deeds of the ai^ining pasture of 
Zechariah Phillips in 1658-72 fix the lands of yathanid WtdiamB 
in 1658, and in occupation of Peter Bracket, etc., in 1672, to be 
in this precise locality. 

I am sorry to say that I have never succeeded in getting Mrs. 
Viairs one quarter part into her brother by any deed, on reoord* 
But, as few men are so depraved as to rob a uster, I am charitable 
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enoagfa to believe that he bought her oat honestly, thoii|^ he may 
have omitted to record his deed. At any rate, his present siic- 
oessors will probably feel that they are now, as a practical matter, 
reasonably safe nnder the following deed, via. :-~ 

Nathaniel Williams, and Sarah his wife, in consideration of 
£180 in the present current money, convej'ed to Thomas Banister 
by warranty deeds Jan. 29, 1708-9 (L. 24, f. 103), all that his, 
the said William's, certain orchard and pasture land, containing in 
the whole, by estimation sis acres, or thereabouts, be it more or 
less, situate, lying and being at the lower or north-westerly side of 
the Common, or Training Field, in Boston aforesaid, being en- 
closed and within fence, and the flats lying against the same down 
to low-water mark. The said upland and flats being butted and 
bounded on the northerly side in part by Charles river or a cove, 
and partly b}* the lands of John Leverett (i.e., Phillips pasture) 
and James Allen, on whom also it abuts to the northeast, bounded 
easterly in part by land of the said James Allen, and partly by 
the land of the said Thomas Banister, (t.e. £ast*s Pasture), and 
southerly by the Common or Training Field, or however otherwise 
the same is bounded or reputed to be bounded ; together with' all 
the trees, stones, fences, banks, ditches, waters, and water-courses 
therein or thereabout, and belonging thereto, rights, members, 
hereditaments, profits, feeding^, privileges, and appurtenances 
thereof. 

Seventy-two dollars an acre for upland, with the flats thrown in, 
is rather cheap for land on Beacon street, even 150 years ago. 

Gleaxer. 



HISTORICAL. 



JTotimher 16, J8SS. 

Ms. Editob: — In 1709, we have seen that Thomas Banister 
had purchased both the East and the Blackstone lots, making to- 
gether 8^ acres of upland. The name of ** Mount Pleasant,** so 
familiar to our Roxbur}* neighbors, was given also to this estate. 

I once saw a very large and accurate plan in the possession of 
the Mt. Vernon proprietors, made 60 or 70 years ago, which was 
euUtled by the surveyor in large and elaborate letters, a plan oi 
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«* Mount HmfcUiiii.'* This strode »• as a rwj ingenkMM sal 
modest waj of oonlbrmiDg to the then popular monendatore of 
the spot, without giving oflmoe ** to ears polite«* 

Banister died leaving a wiil dated Jan. 25, 170S-9, and oodOdl 
dated July IS, 1709 ; and his wife died in 171K By Ids will 1m 
devises to his three sons, Thomas, Samuel and John« ** and If 
either die without heirs lawftilly hegotten in wedlodc, I will tlidr 
share or proportion to the surviving sons or son and their hdrs for* 
ever.** 

Besides these three sons the testator left an only daqghUflft 
Mary, wife of Qiles Dyer. John died without issue in Great 
Britain, June 30, 1714. Thomas died Sept. 12, 1716, leavUig lasMO 
five sons and a daughter, and Samuel died without issue Feb. 28, 
1744. 

In 1713 Samuel and John had made Thomas their attorney (!•• 
28, f. 151), who for himself, and **as such attorney,^ alter tiie 
death of one constituent, and by deed not executed in the names 
of either constituent, conveyed to Giles Dyer (28, f. 152), who 
covenanted to reconvey on certain payments (lb., f. 158). Said 
Thomas, for himself, and ** as attorney of Samuel,^ reciUng thn 
death of John,, conveyed to said Dyer, Dec. 10, 1714 (L. 28» IL 
242), otlier lands ; ** also the one moiety or half part of all that 
tract or parcel of land in the town of Boston aforesaid, bounded 
easterly on the Common or Training Field, containing by estima* 
tion about eight acres, and known by the name of Mount Pleasant, 
in the tenure or improvement of John Langdon, butdier."* Did lie 
have a slaughter-house on the premises? 

And Giles Dj-er, reciting these two deeds of Thomas Banister 
to bim, for £1 ,000 consideration convej-ed to Samuel, June 21, 1717 
(L. 32, f. 1), *^ all the housing lands, tenements and real estate 
granted and sold to me the said Giles D^'cr in and by the said two 
deeds ** (except other land). I am sorr}* to say that I find two 
mortgages of Samuel Banister, one for £250 in 1716, (L. 82, IL 
1), the other for £200 in 1719 (L. 33, f. 261), both undischaiged. 
He made a final mortgage for £1,850 to Nathaniel Cunningham hj 
warranty deed, Dec. 28, 1733 (L. 48, f. 53), under foreclosure of 
which the absolute title was claimed by Cunningham. 

The description in the deed to' Cunningham was as follows : 
^^ All that his the said Samuel Banistcr^s certain tract or paroell of 
land which is now improved as a garden, and enclosed within fienoe 
with the dwelling-house thereon standing, situate, lying and being 
at the lower or north-westerly side of the Comon or Thdning 
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Field in Boston afore8Aid« containing in the whole, by estimation, 
eight acres and an half or thereabouts, and be the same more or 
less, and the flatts lying against the same down to low-water mark. 
Tiie said upland and flatts being butted and bounded as followeth, 
viz. : southerly or south-easterlj- on the Comon or Training Field ; 
on tlie north-westerly side jn part b}* Charles river, or a cove, and 
partly b}' the lands of the late John Leverett, Esq., and Mr. 
James Allen, both deceased, their heirs or assigns, on whom also 
it abutts to the north-east, and easterly by land of the heirs or 
assigns of the late Sanincl Sewall, Esquire, deceased, or how- 
ever otherwise butted and bounded,^ &o« 

Nathaniel Cunningham died, and by will, dated May 1, 1740. 
provetl December 27, 1748, made his son Nathaniel residuary 
legatee, who was ap|x>inted administrator with the will annexed, 
and died in 1757, Peter Chardon being administrator. His inven- 
tor3' mentions ** a house, land, and pasture at the bottom of the 
Common, occupied by Mr. Chapman and others, containing 8} 
acres, £250" (L. 53, f. 61). So that less than a century ago 
land in Beacon street (flats thrown in) was worth but 97 dollars 
an acre* 

Gleaner. 



[COPLEY'S TITLE. — ContinttedJ'] 

KovemUr 29, 1855. 

Mr. Edftor:— *We left in Nathaniel Cunningham, deceased, 
under the administration of Peter Chardon, 1757, the 8^ acres of 
upland, with the flats, composed of the East pasture of 2^ acres 
and the Blackstone 6-acre lot. Under the will of the old owner, 
Thomas Banister, who had devised, in 1709, in tail to his three 
sons, with cross remainders on their death without issue, claims 
were re|)eatedly set up. Thus, in July, 1750, John Banister, Sam- 
uel Banister, and Wm. Bowen, and Francts, his wife, grandchild- 
ren of said testator, bought an ejectment against Cunningham, 
which was decided in favor of tenants ; and in August following 
the Jury on appeal gave the same verdict. In February, 1753, the 

tlhli UUe U raffpned bj me, u tb« origloal U ttjled tlmplj '< HUtorteftl." — W.B.W. 
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tame demandants brotight a writ of review before the Saperior 
Courtf and in August following the Jury found a special verdiot; 
and in Blarch, 1754, the Court, after a MX hearing, gave Judgment 
in favor of the tenants. In January, 1765, John Banister brought 
his writ of ejectment, which was carried to^ the Superior Court bj 
demurrer, and dropped b}* his death, which took place Nov. 10, 1767. 

And now, during the lull that ensued, as is alleged, ** on Jan- 
uary 18, 1769, Peter Chardon, Esquire, as executor of Nathani^ 
Cunningham, executed a deed of conveyance to John Singleton 
Copley of these premises." No such deed, however, is found on 
record ; and, more than that, the proceeds of the estate were not 
accounted for in the Probate Office' by lir. Chardon, as adminis- 
trator, with the will annexed. 

On March 29, 1769, John Banister, of Newport, brouj^t an 
ejectment against Ephraim Fenno. At the Inferior Court of 
April, 1769, said Copley was vouched in as defendant, and the 
case was carried by demurrer to the Superior Court, and decided 
in Copley's favor. 

The late Hon. Robert T. Paine, on January 81, 1809, gave his 
dci)osition in perpetuam for Messrs. Mason & Otis, in whidi he 
states that ** in 1769 he was counsel for Mr. Copley in this last 
suit ; that he presented a bundle of minutes, among which is the 
statement of title (of which the particulars are above noticed, ^n- 
duding the mention of the deed to Copley)^ which he has no doubt 
was given him by said Copley or by Samuel Quincy, his counsel, 
and which he has no doubt is a true abstract of Copley's title as 
derived fh>m Thomas Banister, and was prepared from the docn- 
meiits to be used in said trial ; thai he believed the queMUm of 
title under Cunningham was not in dispute^ but was acknowledged, 
and it was expected that the cause would turn upon the question of 
cross remainders, under Thomas Banister's will, and that the 
cause was determined in favor of Copley ; that he knew the 
premises Jn 1760, and pastured his horse there; that Ruth Otis, 
wife of James Otis, was living iu Boston, and he an eminent law- 
yer, knowing the demand of Banister, and arguing a case aris- 
ing under the same will, and that from and after the verdict of 
Cople}', I always understood that the premises were his propertj 
till I heard that he had sold them, so that they came to the poe> 
session of Messrs. Mason & Otis" (221, f. 107). This Banister 
family owned a valuable estate on the south side of TVlnter street, 
which, fi'om that circumstance, was long known as ^^Banister^s 
Lane." 
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It will be remembered, also, that the deeds of the westerly lots 
of Sewall's elm pasture, bought b}* Copley in 1770, bounded west 
on this land, as then belonging to said Copley. It will also be 
remembered that there are two volumes of deeds missing, in one 
of which we may charitabl}* supi)ose Mr. Cople3''8 deed to have 
been recorded. Another valuable tract of the Leverett-street 
lands, forincrl}* belonging to the same Mr. Cunningham, is also 
held under a deed from Mr. Copley, in 1771 (L. 119, f. 191), 
though there is the same absence of any deed to him. 

This want of an}' record title in Copley, as to these whole 8^ 
acres, eventually proved a very serious source of trouble to his 
grantees. Gleaxeb. 



COPLEY'S SALE IN 1796. 

A'bvemftcr 23^ 2855. 

Mr. Editor: — We left John Singleton Copley the owner in 
1769-1773 of the whole three estates held under Sewall, East, 
and Blackstone, making together 11 acres of upland, with the 
flats; there being this little omission, that he had no deed on 
record of 8^ acres out of the 11, with all the flats ; or, as perhaps 
it may be better stated, a record title to only the easterly 2^ acres 
out of 20 acres of upland and flats. Mr. Copley was the most dis- 
tinguished portrait-painter of America, unapproached by any 
successor except Stuart. The exquisite satin of his ladies' dresses 
and delicate tints of his luscious fruits gave great additional value 
to paintings which have preserved, in the most life-like manner, 
for the delight of a distant posterity, the fair and intelligent faces, 
the lovely or manly forms, of a past generation. 

Mr. Copley removed to England, and Gardiner Greene, Esq., 
was his agent. Messrs. Jonathan Mason and H. G. Otis made a 
contract for the purchase of this estate, through the agency of Mr. 
Greene. When the deed was sent out for execution, Mr. Copley 
had ascertained that the State House was to be located near his 
estate, which, of itself, greatly enhanced its value ; changing its ' 
character fh>m mere pasture land on the outskirts of Boston, to a 
central estate, extremely desirable for residences. He felt that 
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imporUnt InlbrmaUon had been withheld ttom him and fton hia 
agent, and rcftiaed to sign the deed. A bill in equity was broagbt 
to enforce the contraet for sale. He probably found that there 
was no chance of escape, and the result was that he executed a 
letter of attorney to his son, — since Lord Chancellor Lyndhurat, 
— dated in October, 1795, which was recorded February 24, 1796 
(L. 182, f. 182). 

A gentleman of this city, now among its senior members, men- 
tioned to me a few days since, that a lady, now deceased, once 
remarlced to him that she attended a ball at the house of the late 
D. D. Rogers, before her marriage, and that young Mr. Coplej 
was present. That house, lilce all its neighbors, stood at soma 
distance from the street, and waa approached by a hi{^ flight of 
steps. On this occasion the same difficulty occurred as at Got* 
ernor Bowdoin's dinner-party ; but, of course, a young lady in a 
ball-dress could not resort to the same mode of escape as did the 
guests of His Excellency. On the contrary, notwithstanding ths 
devoted services of her Aiture husband, she made an iuToluntary 
and decidedly precipitate descent towards the street, — a circnni* 
stance which had impressed this occasion distinctly on her memory. 

Mr. Copley's son and attorney came out to this country, having 
recently completed his professional studies, and said Cople^^ ** now 
of Gcoi^ street, Hanover square, in the Kingdom of Great Bri^ 
ain, Esquire," 'acting by said attorney, for the consideration of 
818,450 conveyed to said Mason and Otis by deed of release 
(reciting a previous lease for one year, being what is known as a 
conveyance of lease and release), dated Feb. 22, 1796, recorded 
in Lib. 182, fol. 184. 

No deed of any lands in Boston within a century will compare 
with this in importance. The description is, ^* All that tract or 
parcel of land situated in the westerly part of Boston aforesaid, 
bounded as follows : Southerly b}* a line abutting on the Common 
or training-field, running from the southern extremity of a fence 
erected by Doctor Joy ; easterly by the said fence of said Doctor 
Joy ; northerly by a line running from the northern extremity of 
the aforesaid fence ; north-westerly 85 feet or thereabouts, abutting 
on Olive street; then b^- a line running south-westerly 120 feet or 
thereabouts, abutting on land formerly belonging to Jeremiah 
Wheelwi-ight, Esquire ; then by a line running north-westerly 220 
feet or thereabouts, and abutting on land formerly belonging to 
said Wheelwright ; then by a line running north-westerly 217 feet, 
abutting on land formerly belonging to said Jeremiah Wheelwright ; 
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lastly by a line running north-westcrlj towards the water, together 
with all the flats lying before the tame, down to low-water mark, 
&c., &c., or however the same may be butted or bounded." No 
reference to title, and no statement of contents. 

Taking into consideration the upland and flats both, this pur^ 
chase is at a considerably less rate than 81,000 per acre. Indeed, 
I have very little doubt that it conveyed at least IS or 14 acres of 
vjAand^ since his description towards the water being construed as 
meaning to the water, and being confirmed b^' a fence erected 
accordingly, carried the line, as we have before stated, across the 
rear lots of Zachariah Phillips's pasture, and formed a basis of a 
desseisin title to quite an additional number of acres of upland and 
flats, though it also contained the germ of one of the most oele* 
brated and important lawsuits known in our day. 

Copley personally executed a confirmatory deed, with release of 
dower, dated April 17, 1797 (L. 191, f. 168), which is not 
acknowledged. It is made to Mason and Otis and Mr. Joseph 
Woodward, who for 85.00 released to them by deed in 1817 (L. 
255, f. 246). 

The description in this deed from Copley is as above, except 
that the corner of Dr. Joy's fence is said to be 185 feet ftoxa 
George, or Belknap, street, and that said fence runs at right angles 
with the southerly line of said Joy's land on Beacon street. 

Thus it seemed that this great purchase was consummated in a 
manner satisfactory at least to the purcliasers; but there was 
fhrther tribulation and anguish in store for them. The litigation 
of the middle of the last century was to be again renewed on the 
same extensive scale, breaking out, however, in a new spot, — the 
want of any deed to Copley. Gleakbe. 



[COPLEY'S SALE.— CbUtnved.!] 

Kovtmhtr 26^ 2855. 

Mr. EDrroR : — > As the law stood when Messrs. Mason and Otis 

made tlie Copley purchase, a ** writ of right" to defeat a title 

^ might be brought bj a claimant at any time within sixty years 

y (SUtute, 1786, ch. 18). On March 2, 1808, a sUtute was passed 

*]r«wtiti«..->irjLir* 
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(Statute, 1807, ch. 75), that, firwa and alter January 1, 1812, Hm 
sixty years shoald be reduced to forty ; and thus tlie law oontiniMd ' 
till January 1, 1840, when the Reviaetl Statutes made a taaihmt 
change, by reducing the limitation of forty years lo twenty years 
(with certain savings). All these dianges are in the right ^Hie^ 
tion, — a remark by no means tme of all recent kgislatioiu 

The statute of 1807, above referred to, besides the diange of thia 
period of limitation, introduced also an entirely new provisioQ, aad 
one of great importance as a matter of public policy, and entire|f 
equitable in its bearings, via., the ** betterment law," by wWA a 
party who had had six yearsT possession and had made Taloalila 
improvements, or ^* betterments,"* should, on Ikilure of title, be 
entitled to compensation for 14s ImproTemenla. 

This bettennent law was nominally asked for as bring e^peda^f 
necessary in respect to lands in Maine ; but it was, in foek, la* 
tended to apply to the Copl^ estate. The proprietors were daOj 
giving warranty deeds, and in case of an ultimate erietkNi tlw 
constantly* increasing value of the lands would make the Inal 
measure of damages very severe to the warrantora, and It would 
be utterly ruinous to them if purdiasers could come upon them also 
for the whole cost of their improvements. If tills real djeei had 
been disclosed, the Legislature would have refosed to ridi poesea 
sors in Boston, the protection which they readily granted to poor 
squatters in Maine, via. : a wise enactment aj^licable alike In botk 
cases. The provisions of the betterment law have rince beea 
further extended, so as to protect any person buying in good USHOk^ 
under a title believed to be good, and making immediate Improve* 
ments. The strong motives of self-interest on the part of tlieas 
proprietors, and their adroit management, thua directly led to great 
improvements in the law of the land. 

These proprietors were doubtless well aware, from the begjnnliig, 
of the want of any deed to O^ley from Cunningliam's adminatrator* 
And the same discovery was also seasonably made by hia hmrs at law. 
Suits were accordingly commenced to dispossess O^ley^a granteea, 
and great alarm and anxiety resulted therefrom. The late Abn^ 
ham Moore, Esq., was by marriage nearly connected with the 
claimant, and Mr. Otis, availing himself of his personal goodofllcea 
and assistance, at last succeeded in obtaining a foil releaae. Thia, I 
have always understood, was effected without the slightest ana* 
picions of her counseL I liave been told, indeed, that Mr. Otis 
went into court, and In hia blandest and moat courteooa manner 
moved that the suits should be dismissed. The opposite counsel 
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natarally wished to know upon what specific grounds he made this 
unex|)ectcd motion. He suggested, in reply, the very conclusive 
one, of a fVill release in his poclcet from the demandant iierself. 
This, though not drawn up with the technical formalities of 8|XK!ial 
pleaduig, prorcd probabl}* as effectual a ** rebutter" as was ever 
submitted to the decision of a court. 

Tlie claimant, Susanna Cunningham, was understood to have 
made an agreement with George Sullivan, Esquire, and Mr. Mur- 
ra3',bj which the^' were to carry on the suits for her, and were to share 
largely in the expected ** plunder.** These gentlemen were fearftil 
lest she should be tampered with, and took possession of her, keep- 
ing her secluded in Mr. Murray's estate on the North River, with 
as much vigilance as was shown of old in regard to the golden 
fruit in the garden of the Hesperides. But tlie .fates were against 
them. The^ genius of Mr. Otis prevailed. Into this Eden the 
tempter entered as of old. The lad^* eloped fh>m her leffol gnar* 
dians, as many a lady has done before and since ; and she parted 
at last, not indeed with her heart and hand^ but with her title and 
estate^ by an unconditional surrender. Those who had bargained 
for her claim thus lost their share of the expected profits, and had 
the pleasure of paying their own expenses. Everybody was 
pleased at their disappointment. 

Susanna Cunningham, of New York, in consideration of five 
dollars, quitclaimed to said Mason and Otis, and to Benjamin J03*, 
** all the right, title, interest, demand, or estate, which I have or 
may have by any ways or means whatsoever, in and to a certain 
tract of land in Boston, containing b}* estimation 8} acres, bounded 
southerly by Beacon street, northwesterly on Charles River in part, 
and partly b^' land formerly of John Leverett and Mr. James 
Allen, northeast and northerly by land formerly of said Leverett, 
of James Allen, and Nathaniel Oliver, and easterly partly on land 
formerly of Samuel Sewall, now John Vinal's, and partly b^' land 
of said James Allen, together with all tlie flats lying before the 
same to low-water mark, or however the same may measure or be 
bounded, the said land being the same which said Mason and Otis, 
and J03*, or one of them, or persons claiming under them, or some 
of them, now hold in their actual occupation, and are the same 
lands conveyed to said Mason, Otis, and Joy by a deed fh>m John 
S. Copley, to hold to them, their heirs and assigns, according to 
their own deeds, agreements and partitions among the mselves.** 

This deed is dated, acknowledged, and recorded August 17, 
1812 (L. 240, t. 250). 
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That was a happy day for these parchasers. They doabUess all 
slept the more souudiy the Dext night than they had for some time. 
It 18 generally believed, however, that Jive doUwn does not express 
tlie eosad stem paid to quiet this claim. It has been suggested that 
quite a number of thousands of dollars were really paid, and that 
even Mr. Moore had a very respectable fee for his services* It 
nia^', at least, be safely said, as in the case of the State-House wall, 
*( the cost somewhat exceeded the estimates." Glbaxbb. 



[COPLEYS LAND. — Cbiicliuled.i] 

Abvmftcr SO, 1SS5. 

Mr. Editor : — The Copley purchase bounded in the rear almost 
wholly on Allen's pasture, large portions of which became also 
vc8te<l, as we have seen, in the same purchasers, partly by deed of 
Enoch Brown's heirs, and partly b^' the deed of the devisees of 
Jeremiah Wheelwright. In Lib. 192, fol. 198, is a great plan of 
all these purchasers, the dotted lines of which show the lines of the 
Cople}' deed, as daimtd to run; and fVom this survey* it appears that 
these three purchases together gave the proprietors a tract of 
land bounded southerly on Beacon street, 850 feet 8 inches ; east* 
erly on Dr. Jo3*'s land (or Walnut street), 457 feet 4 inches ; south 
on Dr. Joy's land (or Mt. Vernon street), 305 feet 1 inch ; easU 
erl3' again on Belknap street, 286 feet 1 inch ; then north on one 
of the lots of Cooke's pasture, 77 feet ; easterly again on ditto, 88 
feet 9 inches; and then north by a general straight line to the 
water. This last line coincides with the rear line of the estates on 
the north side of Pinckne}' street, as subsequently laid out. 

On this plan appears the old powder-house, near the north-west 
corner of the tract, and two dwelling-houses fronting towarrls Bea- 
con street, near its south-easterlj* comer. One of these houses waa 
formerly occupied b}' Cople3\ For several 3'ears the}* had been 
occupied ; the first by Charles Cushing, Esq., and the other by 
*^ Master Vinal." The Cushing house is the source of title to the 
block now owned and occupied by Messrs. Nathan Appleton and 
Henderson Inches ; while *^ Master Vinal " is represented by Hon. 
David Sears. 
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One verj observable fact is, that on this plan the lots of Zeeha- 
riah PhilliiM's pasture, which should have been delineated at its 
north-westerlj comer, do not appear. Not only is the Copley lot 
extended to the water, instead of towards the water, but the 
extreme north line of the whole plan, or the south line of the rope- 
wallcs of Swett, Farley, and Hammond, is extended beyond the 
west end of the rope-walks, in the same direction, to the water. 
In other words, the pasture bought of WheelwrighVs devtsees is made 
to su^e^p across thette lots^ precisely as the Copleg estate is made to 
do; aud this although the deed of Wheelwright* s devisees did not pre* 
tend to run towards the water^ but bounded westerlif on these milips 
lots. Tlie lots of Zechariah Phillips's pasture, the existence of 
which is thus ignored on tlie plan, were likewise ignored in fact. 
The Latin maxim was acted on, — De non apparentibus €< de non 
existantibus eadem esi lex,** 

As one and anotlier of the owners of these lots came forward 
and claimed their rights they were settled with. Tlius Samuel 
Swctt sold one lot in 1803 (L. 207, f. 115). The heirs of Tilley 
quit-claimed in 1814, etc. (L. 410, f. 155-156 ; L. 249, f. 186), the 
lots subsequently sued for by the Overseers of the Poor, claiming 
under foreclosure of mortgage made by the ancestor ; and William 
Donueson conveyed one lot even as lately as 1828 (L. 838, f. 
213). Tlicse proprietors also purchased very many of the water* 
lots of Zechariah Phillips's pasture, lying north of the range of 
their original purchase, so that they were separated fW>m Cam- 
bridge street only by Mr. Bulfiuch's land. 

The Mount Vernon propnetors were Jonathan Mason and H. G. 
Otis, each three-tenths, and Benjamin Joy two-tenths ; while the 
remaining two-tenths were held by General Henry Jackson, and 
more recently b}' \Vm. Sullivan, as trustees of Hepsibah C. Swan, 
wife of Jumes Swan, Esq., and subject to her appointment. Va- 
rious partitions w*ere made b^' mutual releases, by indentures of 
division, and by order of court. A partial division was made by 
the indenture recorded with the plan above referred to, on which 
ap|>ears, for the first time. Walnut street. Chestnut street. Mount 
Vernon street (west of Belknap street), and Piuckney street. The 
indenture Inying out Louisburg square, etc., was made in 1826 
(L. 312, f. 217, etc.). A large division of tlie lands, east and 
west of Charles street, etc., had been made in 1809, b}* order of 
court, ns |)er plan at the end of Lib. 230; and another, of the 
lands west of Charles street, and north of the Milldam in 1828, 
the plans being recorded at the end of L. 880. 
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On tlie first old plan of L. 19Sy tlie sem emmo op to a point 850 
feet west of Dr. Joy's fence, or to a point 143 feet east of tlie east 
line of Charles street. This wooM readi to the easterly comer of 
the house next east of Mr. John BiyanCs, on Beacon street ; and 
acconlingly, Mr. Bryant informs me^ that when he di^ his cellar 
he came to the natural beadi, with its rounded pebble stones, at the 
depth of three or four feet below the sur&ce. The barberry bosbea 
speedily disappeared after this O^ley purchase. Charles street 
was laid out through it, and lots sold off on that street in 1804. 
The first railroad ever used in this country was here employed, an 
inclined plane being laid, down which dirt-cars were made to slide, 
emptying their loads in the water at the foot of the hill. It was 
not, however, uutil Mr. Otis himself became mayor that the final 
improrements of digging away Ma}* street and the adjoining lands, 
and reducing the hill to its present grade, were completed* On 
this occasion, I remember one ** black " tenement perched np in 
the air, at least 15 feet above its old level. These final measures, 
though certainly important to the public convenience, happened 
also to be very beneficial to the Mount Vernon Proprietors, afford- 
ing another instance in which their interests and those of the com- 
munity, being identical, were advanced by one and the same 
instrumentality. Glbaxbb. 



liXXIIL 

MOUNT VERNON STREET.^ 

DectmUr 4, 1855. 

Mr. Editor : — On the Copley estate live, or have lived, a large 
proportion of those most distinguished among us for intellect and 
learning, or for enterprise, wealth, and public spirit. I do not 
propose to be guilty of the impertinence of saving much about 
private individuals because they happen to live in a certain locality. 
I shall merely mention a few incidents and facts which occur to 
me. The easterly part of Copley'.s estate is, as we have stated, 
composed of 2^ acres of Sewall's Elm Pasture. Sewall street, as 
laid out in 1 732, would extend west of Walnut street about 200 feet, 
and would destroy the out-buildings of about the first eight or ten 
houses on Chestnut street ; and, though Mr. Sears is one of the 

»ir«wUtta.— 1K,B.1K. 
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last of oar citizens whom we woald feel Inclined to send to or pot 
in ** Coventry," I am sorrj to say that Coventry street, as laid oat 
in 1732, nms nortli. from Beacon street 140 feet west of Walnut 
street, and would tlierefore pass directl}* tlirough his elegant estate. 
The Massachusetts General Hospital has two free beds for surgical 
cases, to he forever sup|)orted from the income- of Mr. Sears' 
bount}', wlio also contributed generously to the enlargement of its 
buildings in 1846. Desirous that his children, during his life, 
should enJo3' the benefits of his wealth, ho has displa3'ed towards 
them and their families a liberality unsurpassed in this community, 
while, at tlie same time, he lias never overlooked or disregarded 
any Just claims of the public. I should, therefore, be truly sorry 
that he should be rendered houseless by this venerable hij^way. 

The outstanding fee of or easements in these ancient streets will 
not, however, probably very seriously affect tlie present market 
Talue of any of these estates. 

The Mount Vernon Proprietors sold, in 1804, to Richard C. 
Derby, a lot measuring 73 feet on Chestnut street, and extending 
back on land of Otis 150 feet to Olive or Mount Vernon street, 
on which he erected a mansion-house fronting on Chestnut street, 
which he occupied^for many years. Mount Vernon street, when 
actually laid out, proved to be about 165 feet from Chestnut street 
at this spot. There was consequently a gore of land on Mount 
Vernon street, in front of the stable built by^ Mr. Derby, on what 
he supposed to be the line of that street, and which the measure- 
ments of his deed did not cover. This surplus gore of land must 
have been peculiarly unsightly to the Mount Vernon Proprietors, 
as it kept constantly before them, probably, the only Instance in 
which they had parted with more than they intended. This estate 
was sold in 1846 to the Messrs. Thayer, whose two freestone 
houses were erected fronting on this latter street. A remarkable 
change was thus wrought, since only a few years ago horses were 
groomed and carriages washed amid the litter of a stable, where 
are now two of the most lofty vestibules and magnificent drawing- 
rooms In Boston. 

It lias been said that an absent-minded fellow-citizen, when trav- 
elliiig, once bought his own boots. It is certain that two of oor 
most intelligent citizens, formerly residing in Beacon street, deliber- 
ately bougJU their oum kau$eM. One of them had on variona occa- 
sions spoken about selling his estate, and a broker, one day, said to 
him, ** Oh, It is veiy well for yon to talk in thia way. Ton daM 
not name a price whicb ;o«i nVKL \m ii^0Q&n%\A\afiKfcr *\:^i^^s«:^a9L^ 



piqued by tbit challeng«f iDstaatlj replied, <* Tee, I will. I will 
take SdOfOOO.** — «' I will give iC was the eqaaUj instant and 
appalling rejoinder. The ownery of course, coald not reftise to sign 
a written agreement, thus making himself legally responsible. But 
the unwillingness of a member of his family to remove led him to 
propose a reference in regard to the question of damages, and the 
result was tiiat he remained in his own honse at the price of tea 
thousand dollars. He^ a* $tut^ he tOMily Mkvtd^ neosr ojftrtd U 
for mile again. After his death it became the property of Hender- 
son Inches, Esq. Another gentleman himself repented of a sale 
on sober second thought, and voluntarily rescinded the contract at 
the same cost. His house is now owned by William H. Flrescottt 
the historian. 

Mr. Otis erected an elegant mansion on Mount Vernon street* 
which he occupied for some 3^ears. It was subsequently sold to 
the wife of Col. Benjamin Pickman, of Salem, for 829,500 (in 
1805, L. 211, f. 156), who, altering his mind as to his intended 
removal to this city, sold it for $18,700 (in 1806, L. 217, f. 232)« 
to John Osbom. It was for many years the residence of Mrs. 
Gibbs, widow of the distinguished Newport merchant, who bought 
it of Mr. Osborn in 1809, for 828,500 (L. 280, f. 179 ; L. 234, 
f. 262), and her daughter. Miss Sarah Gibbs, became the owner, in 
1828, at a cost of $25,950. Samuel Hooper, Esq., bought of her 
in A.D. 1845, for $48,000 (L. 544, f. 288), and after selling off 
the house-lots on Pinckney street, sold the residue for $70,000 to 
the Misses Pratt, in 1858. Though thus curtailed, it is still one of 
the finest private residences left in the city. 

East of this mansion is a block of buildings, erected 80 feet 
back from the street, under an agreement in A.D. 1820, impodng 
mutual restrictions between the late owners, Benjamin Joy and 
Jonathan Mason, deceased (L. 269, f. 804) ; and a like restriction 
in a deed of Mr. Swan's lot in 1882 (L. 858, f. 2). The first 
house in this block stands, indeed, partly on Miss Gibbs's lot, and 
was the residence of her brother-in-law, Rev. William Elleij 
Channing, who has a world-wide celebrity as a theologian and 
philanthropist. 

On the west of this Otis mansion is a large lot, on which stand 
two houses fronting on Mt. Vernon street, besides smaller houses 
in the rear, fronting on Pinckney street. This was sold in 1805 to 
Charles Bulfinch (L. 214, f. 18), who in 180$ di\'ided the fW>nt 
into two loU, by deeds (L. 215, f. 147 ; L. 217, f. 69)r The east- 
erljr of these two houses was built by Stephen Higginson, Jr., and 
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it owned by William Sawjert Esq., one of our oldest retired mer- 
chants, formerly a partner of tlie late Thomas Wlgglesworth. With 
him resides his sister, Mrs. George G. Lee, the well known author- 
ess. The other house was built and formeriy owned and occupied 
by General David Ilumphrej's, whose widow, a native of Portugal, 
at an advanced age married a Frendi Coant Walewski (about A.D. 
1830). At her request, the late Hon. John Pickering ** gave her 
away,** much to the amusement of his friends. He advised her to 
secure her property to her separate use. She, however, declined 
doing so, remarking : ^^ It is delightfhl to as women to feel our- 
selves dependent for everything on the man we love.** Her senti- 
mental bridal illusions were, however, q[>eedily dissipated, as in 
the similar case of Madam Haley. Her husband, doubtless, took 
a more matter-of-fact view of the ceremony, and 'perhaps was even 
then thinking of — this land. At any rate, she soon died, and this 
estate, converted into cash, was remitted to Paris (L. 351, f. 34 ; 
L. 373, f. 23), to replenish the finances of ^« the Count*** 

Gleaker. 



I4XX1V. 

THOMAS L. WINTHROP AND JOHN PHILLIPS. 

IkeemUr 7. ISSS. 

Mr. EDrroR: — The first dwelling-hoose on Beacon street held 
under the Copley title is that at the comer of Walnut street, 
owned and occupied by the family of the late Thomas Dixon. By 
the great indenture of division in 1799 (L. 892, f. 198), it was 
assigned to Jonathan Mason, who, in 1804, sold the same to John 
Phillips (L. 208, f. 223). He died in 1828, and his heirs in 1825 
conveyed to Thomas L. Winthrop, who died 1841, when his exec- 
utors conveyed to Mr. Dixon. This estate was, therefore, for 
many years in succession, the manrion^ioase estate of Mr. Phillips 
and of Mr. Winthrop. 

No oflQce in this country is hereditary except, as it would seem, 
that of Register of Deeds, which, in this country, has been held by 
grandfather, father, and son (Henij, William, and Henry Alline), 
whose next immediate predecessor (Eadriel Goldthwait) was the 
lineal ancestor of the wife of the present incumbent. This tenure, 
during four generaUons, of an elective oflloe, indicates some sub- 
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•Untlal merits m the bAtle of popolar Ikvor J !• Uke uaniier 
one of ovr earlieet goTeniors was Joha Winthrop. Aiioltlier« 
equally distingoislied, was James Bowdoin. The late Thomas L. 
Winthrop, a lineal desoendant of the former, and who married tlm 
granddaughter of the latter, was himself elected for seven sucoes- 
give 3'ear8 (1826-1832) Lieot-Govemor of the Commonwealth. 
Ills son, tlie late Grenville Temple AVinthrop, who some years 
since closed a retired life in a neighhoriag town, was former^ 
commander of that well-lciiowa corps, the Boston Cad^s. On an 
intensely cold election day the company was not seasonahly rea^y 
to attend upon his Excellency GoTemor Lincoln, at the conclndon 
of the 8cr\'iccs at the Ok! Sooth Churdi. The undignified haste 
with which tliey left their snug quarters and pleasant refreshmente 
at the Exchange Coffee House, and ran along the streeto to over^ 
take the Commander-in^hief, affiMtlcd much innocent amusement ; 
but, as a breach of military etiquette, the imlignitj could not bo 
overlooked. The result was a court-martial, and the' proceedings 
led to a voluminous publication in two octevos, which a friend 
once playfully pointed out to me as ** Winthrop*s Work$/* 

Distinguished as was the late Lt.-Govemor Winthrop in Ids 
lifetime, lie will hereafter be better known as the father of a mom 
distinguished son, Robert C. Winthrop, who, under the doctrine of 
hereditary descent, based upon merit, ma}* well aspire to the same 
high position which has been so honorably filled alike by his 
paternal and maternal ancestors* 

However much our views may differ on the subject of slavery, I 
do not believe that the intereste of the character of our old Com- 
men wealth would suffer at his hands. So, too, tlie late John 
Phillips, for ten successive ^'ears the President of our State Senate, 
and though selected, from his personal popularity, above all others, 
to be the first Mayor of Boston, will be — nay, is already — cUeflj 
remembered as the father of Wendell Phillips. As an advocate in 
an^' event of disunion, I totelly dissent from his views; hot much 
should be pardoned to an honest seal in a righteous cause. As 
long as a slave shall tread upon that soil which of all others in the 
world seems especially consecrated to freedom, aye, long after 



> Mr. Goldthwftit*! first lignfttar* m Registtr it to a SsaS iMord«d Not. %, ITiS, L. 
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that foal stigma shall have been effaced fh>ro our national char- 
acter, — as God, in his mercy, grant that it speedily may be, 
without civil dissensions and fraternal bloodshed ! — the classic 
erudition and the dignified eloquence of Sumner^ the graceful 
delivery, the fcr\*id oratory, the sometimes too impassioned de- 
nunciations of Phillips^ will have made their names household 
words as among the foremost of those who in any age or country 
have vindicated the cause of oppressed and degraded humanity. 
I rejoice to believe that the coldness, the bitterness, the social 
proscription of to-<lay will be amply atoned for hereafter by the 
gratitude of a united^ ^<*ppy% and/r€0 people. 

It is a remarkable circumstance that the estate should have been 
derived by the great anti-slavery champion by regular conveyances 
trom Jonathan Mason, one of the few Northern men whose votes 
established the Missouri Compromise, And nothing indicates 
more strongly the subsequent retrograde movement of the nation on 
this subject than the fact that we are now seeking, and probably 
seeking in vain, to procure even a restoration of this ver}* compro- 
mise, which, when it was first forced upon us, was regarded with 
universal and unmitigated detestation. We bartered away our 
birthright, and have lost even the poor pittance for which we 
bargained. G leaker. 



BEACON STREET.» 

Dtcemhtr 21, 2855. 

Mr. EDrroR : — Next west of Lt.-Govemor Winthrop*s hoose is 
that of Hon. Nathan Appleton. As an associate of the late 
Francis C. Lowell and P. T. Jackson, he participated largely in 
the creation of the great manufacturing interest of New England, 
and is probably now as well informed in relation to that subject as 
any one among us. As a member of Congress, he was op^ioscd to 
Henry Lee, who advocated free trade in opposition to ** the Ameri- 
can system." In my father's household were four voters. He 
himself was a warm partisan of Mr. A., but two of ut *^ ^'oung 
Americans " could not be convinced b)* his arguments, and so the 
entire family turned out at the polls and exactly neutralized each 
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other. Blr. A. is a brother of tho late Samael Appleton^ and tlM 
famil}' name still preser^'cs its ancient brightness. Of his two 
cider daughters one is married to the son and biographer of Sir 
Jnnics Maclcintosh, the Governor of 'St. Christophers, the other to 
tlie |x>et Longfcilow. At the last oomroencement of Harvard 
College, Mr. Applcton received the honorary degree of Doctor of 
Laws. 

Elizabeth, wife of Charles Cashing, Esq., in 1796 acquired a 
lot 78 feet on Beacon street by 1C5 feet deep (L. 184, f. 90), and he 
purchased the adjoining 25-feet lot, 1804 (L. 210, f. 25). Their 
diildrcn conveyed in 1816 to Nathan Applcton and Daniel P. 
Parker (252, f. 69), who erected two elegant brick mansions. 

Mr. Parker was an active and successAil merchant, and at his 
death owncil one of the finest vessels in the port, to which he had 
given the name of his fViend and neighbor, Samael Applcton. He 
wns for several years a trustee of the Massachusetts General 
Hospital. He left one son, Henry Tuke Parker, and two daughters, 
the eldest of whom is the wife of Edmund Quin^. 

Mr. Cushing was a well-known citizen, — tlie Clerk of the Courts ; 
and the testimony of his son of the same name — a gentleman of 
intelligence and high standing — was of great importance to the Mt» 
Vernon Proprietors in the suits brought by the Overseers of tho 
Poor. He remembered that Copley's fence joined on the old pow* 
dcr-house, thus establishing an iancient monument. 

The stone mansion of Mr. Sears was originally a much lower 
building, having onl}' one bow in the centre, instead of two bows or 
projections. It fronted on a yard or carriage-way, laid out on tho 
easterly side of his lot. It was a very gracefhl and beautiftd 
building, and a great ornament to the street. He subsequently 
erected an additional house on the east, covering the whole fh>ntof 
his lot, and also making radical changes in the original structure. 
On this lot of Mr. Scars, behind the old house, stood a barn, which 
was converted into a tem|)orar)' hospital for the wounded British 
ofTlcers after the battle of Bunker Hill. 'Whan Mr. Sears was 
digging for the foundations of his house, the workmen came, at a 
depth of several feet under the surface, to a gigantic moccasined 
foot, perhaps 2^ feet long, broken off at the ankle, and carved from 
a kind of a • sandstone not found in this vicinity, which he pre- 
sented to the Boston Athenseum, where it now is — noi. 

'^ Master Vinal" would doubtless be much gratified to find that 
his humble wooden house has attained to such high distinction in 
these later times. And even Mr. Copley would admit that tho 
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bouses of Messrs. Sears, Farker, and Appleton have more than 
made good the two domiciles which are delineated in all the dignity 
of 3'ellow paint, with doors, windows, and chimneys, on the origi- 
nal plan of the Mount Vernon Furclmse (in Lib. 192). Except 
the old powder-house, we have seen that only these two houses 
appear on a plan of an estate contiining a million of square feet, 
upon which now stand probably* five hundred houses. 

After Mr. Otis had sold his mansion house on Mt. Vernon street, 
he removed to an elegant and spacious house which he erected on 
Beacon street, next west of Mr. Sears's, and here he lived till his 
death. His lot was 120 feeft front by 165 feet in depth. The 
easterly poilion was a fine garden. Land at last became so valu- 
able that he did not feel Justified in retaining for a mere matter of 
sentiment this beautiful enclosure, which had long pleased all eyes, 
and decided to convert it to a more substantial use. He accoixl- 
ingly, in 1831, cold the easterly part to Mr. Sears, for 812,412.50 
(L. 856, f. 227), who proceeded to erect a house, and on the west 
part Mr. Otis himself erected another. The bow of Mr. Otis*8 
mansion house, which originally projected into the garden, still 
projects into this house, though this encroachment is ingeniously 
disposed of and concealed by its interior arrangements. When the 
houses were erected on this garden there was found what had the 
appearance of an old well, entirely* filled up with beach sand. 
Its existence was before unknown. The foundations of the new 
buildings were constructed by arching it over. And perhaps, after 
man}' a year 3'et to come, it ma^* again astonish the spectators. 
The mansion house itself, after Mr. Otis's death, was conve^'ed to, 
and is now owned by, Samuel Austin, b}* whom it has been thor- 
oughly renovated. There is, perhaps, on the whole, no more 
desirable residence in Boston. Mr. Austin paid for it the sum of 
860,000. 

There probably' has never lived in Boston any individual with 
finer natural endowments than Mr. Otis. Possessing a noble 
presence, a beautiAilly modulated voice, great readiness and self- 
possession, and a cultivated intellect, he has rarel}*, if ever, been 
surpassed in the divine gift of eloquence. Nor was he less agree- 
able and fascinating in the intercourse of private life. His brilliant 
repartees, his graceful compliments, his elegant manners, made 
him as distinguished and successful in the social circle, as his 
talents and intelligence did at the bar and in all the business 
relations of a long and active life. A single anecdote will illus- 
trate his instant readmess : a friend and his wife were one day 
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approaching him in the street. The wife noticed aome derange* 
nicnt of lier hitaband'a dreaa, and atof^Md to a4}ast it Aa Mr. 
Otis readied them, abe turned roand, and, atmdc with tlie fimltleas 
neatncM of kia costume, exclaimed to her husband, **Theret 
look at Mr. Otis's bosom."* Mr. O. Immediately bowed and said, 
** Madam, if 3'our husband could look within this bosom, k$ wtnM 
die of Jealousy/* Had Mr. OUs been less absorbed with tlie care 
of his own concerns and interests, tliere was no honor in tlie gift 
of his fellow-citisens which tliej would not have bestowed upon 
him by acclamation. 

He died in 1848, leaving three sons and one daughter. Several 
of bis children had died during his lifetime, three of whom left 
issue. He hod strong domestic affectiona, and the kindest feelings 
existed between him and tliose employed in his household. Ho 
rightly thought that that relation Involved something more than 
mere ser^-ice on the one side and wages on the other. I have heard 
him spoken of with great regard by one who for many ^-eara was 
a frequent iumate of his dwelling, employed in labcnra of needle- 
work. In his last will is the following item : ** I give to Deborah 
Hastings, my faithful nurse, two hundred dollars, and a auit of 
mourning at the discretion of,** dbc., ** handsome, suitable for her 
condition in life, and not too extravagant.'* Gleaxsb. 



THE LOWELL FAMILY.* 

Deeemher 14, 1855. 

Mr. Editor : — There is no name among us more entitled to 
honorable commemoration than that of Lowell. It has still one 
venerable living representative, — the survivor of a past generation. 
Rev. Charles Lowell, D.D., who is father of the distinguiahed 
lK>et, James Russell Lowell, and of Mrs. Samuel R. Putnam, a 
lad}' as unaffected and pleasing as she is talented and learned. 
One of Dr. Lowell's brothers, the late Hon. John Lowell, was in 
early life at the head of the Suffolk Bar, and eventually the most 
distinguished agriculturist in New England. He was for many 
years a member of the Corporation of Harvard College, as his 
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John Amory Lowell is now. Another brother* the late Francis G. 
Lowell, devoted himself with the utmost enthusiasm to the estab- 
lishment and development of our manufactures. A great city 
sprang into existence, the future emporium of this branch of our 
national industr}*, and, by adopting his name, has gratcftiU^* recog- 
nized him as its virtual founder. 

I have alluded in a former article to the rapid rise in value of 
lands in Boston. The same remarks are even more strikingly 
applicable to lands in Lowell. A single farm of 100 acres was 
bargained for at the outset (1819-22) at from $15 to 820 i)er acre. 
Nine out of the ten owners conveyed accordingly. The tenth 
died, and in the delay of getting license to sell to raise enough to 
pay his debts, the J of his ^ sold in 1824 for $3,206.89. This 
sum paid all his debts, and a new license became necessary to sell 
for the benefit of his heirs, and their ^ of ^^ was sold for 84,742. 
IVhen I was examining the titles in lA>well, In 1831 « Mr. Kirk 
Boott informed me that this farm, without auy improvements, 
could not be worth less than 815,000 per acre, — or, in other words, 
that its value had increased, in ten 3'ears, fVom about 81)500 to 
$1,500,000, or a thousandfold, 

I was employed to examine all the titles in Lowell, IVom the 
circumstance that an individual was engaged in trying to discover 
defects, and to extort money from the Corporation. I one day 
received a note from Mr. Boott, that this person pretended that a 
valid claim existed for the whole of this farm, because, when it 
was conveyed, in 1782, by Benjamin Melvin, and Joanna, his wife 
(L, 84, f. 277), she was a minor; that both husband and wife had 
lived till within the past few 3'ears, and therefore her heirs were 
not 3*et barred. It of course became of great importance to find 
out whether or not she was a minor in 1782. I knew that there 
was a large trunk full of papers in the Probate Office, which had 
never been recorded, because tJie fees had not been paid* I deter- 
mined to examine every paper. In doing so I found her choice of 
a guardian in 1772, specifying her age to be then 15 3*ears, which 
proved conclusively that she must have been 25 3*ears old at the 
time of her conve^'ance. I procured a certified cop^* of this doca- 
ment, and there was no more trouble or alarm on that subject. 

One vcr}' curious mistake of title I discovered and caused to be 
corrected, in regard to the valuable Ilurd estate, then so called, 
since belonging to the Middlesex Company. It contained several 
acres, and was sold in 1827 for 855,000. In 1822 it belonged 
wholly to Thomas Hurd. He conveyed to his brother William la 
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1821 (L. 248, t 888), am^-kdVpfffi ^M my H^ te^ fai aad to. 
Tlicte words were tenrllely eopied In the two aezi deedt, eebk of 
which was Intemled to cooTej the «cftolt interest of the grsntoff. 
Tims William, Instead of selling J, sold \ to Joseph Hurd hi 1824 
(L. 2C8, f. 208), and Joseph reoonvejed to Thossas in 1820 
(L. 2G8, f. 2SG), only ) Instead of the ^ whidi he soppoeed ttuit ho 
was selling. Tbree^lghths of the whole land were tinn left ooU 
standing, merely fhmi supposing that m/okijf Imd no ssearing^ 
I ouce met with a like corlous defect In a title in Bostos, cnnaed 
by its being su|)posed to mean any /mdionol slart toftofcser. ▲ 
series of deeds conveyed one undlvldecl molefy or ^narCsrjrati, h^ 
which, on the mie of construing a deed. In caae of donbt, moot 
strongly against the grantor, of course made him legpOy adl twioo 
what he meant, and the later grantees were left in a Ibiloni and 
destitute condition. In L. 258, f. 238, of SnflbUc Deeds will bo 
found a case where a grantor sells ybicr moictMS of a pareel of land 
as being all that he owned himself, ** and also all tlie i^ht of my 
dearly beloved wife AbigalL"* 

At the death of Francis C. L6well, In the year 181 7« ka left four 
children, — a daughter, who married her eonsia, John Amory 
Lowell, and three sons. One of these was Jokk JUme^ Jumiar* 
Possessing a considerable estate, be married a lady of large for-> 
tune, who died leaving him two children. He purchased a house 
in Beacon street, part of the Copley lot, as an Investment on their 
account. A guardian is only permitted to invest in real estate 
under previous license of Court. This had not been obtmned. 
A question was raised, therefore, as to the allowanoe of the 
account. Botli the children died by sudden and severe disease 
within a few days, and the father, as heir of the sonrlvors, became 
entitlcil to all the property which had been held in tmst for his late 
wife. By his will, dated Nov. 8, 1832, he esUbllshed that adml- 
rable foundation. The Loioell InstUute. He never married again ; 
but this document provides minutely for a potsibie wife and chU* 
drcn, and, in default of any such immediate claimants, appropri^ 
ates a moiety of all his estate to this publio nse. By a second 
codicil, dated April 1, 1835, ^^from the top of the palace of 
Louxor, in the French house at Thebes,** he gives his final dlreo- 
tions as to tliis Lecture-Fund Trust. The tlme-deiying pyramida, 
b}' their massive grandeur. Inspired Napoleon to address to hia 
troops that stirring appeal which hbtoiy will never allow to be 
forgotten. And the same associations perhaps led thf^ American 
traveller to consammata« amoni^ lOkia fgAsnooa x»&aSma ^ salient 
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£g3'pty a cherished purix>se, of ivhich the efTecU will, perhaps, be 
as enduring as the monuiDcnts of the Pharaohs. May the ever* 
increasing intelligence of the citizens of Boston, through coming 
generations, he tlie appropriate memorial of his wisdom and 
philanthropy ! 

i remember but one other will which states any peculiar circum- 
stance attending its execution. The late Redford Webster, father 
of Professor Webster, ap^icnded to his signature, in 1882, the 
following : *' With Mr. Eliot's bad pen in the dark shop.** Not- 
withstanding this trivial remaric, the testator was a person of 
superior intelligence* 

Mr. Lowell's house has since his death become the property of 
his brother, Francis C. Lowell, who for several 3*ears ably presided 
over the Massachusetts Hospital Life Insurance Company, one of 
the largest of our moneyed institutions, and whose active services 
and read}' aid have been freely rendered to the charitable estab- 
lishments of our city. Their youngest brother, the late Edward 
Jackson Lowell, was a classmate of my own at Harvard College. 
None who had previousl}* borne the name were purer in character, 
more brilliant in talents, or governed by higher impulses and 
nobler views of life and duty. He died of consumption in 1829, 
one of the earliest taken and best lieloved of our band of brothers. 

Glkakeb. 



THE SWAN FAMILY.* 

Dttemhtr 18, 165S. 

Mr. Editor: — Hon. Jonathan Mason died in 1831, leaving a 
numerous family, who are among our most estimable and respected 
citizens. Of his two sons, Jonathan and William P., the latter 
was for several years reporter of the decisions of Judge Story, 
though he has now retired from the profession. Of Mr. Mason's 
daughters one is wife of Hon. David Sears ; one is the widow of 
the late Patrick Grant ; one was wife of Samnel D. Parker, the 
distinguished criminal law^'er ; one was first wife of Dr. John C. 
Warren, and mother of his equally distinguished son, J. Mason 
Warren ; and one is rootlier of the late Dr. Samnel Parkman, 
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whose private worth, and whoaa eminence at a snrgeoo, make his 
recent death a lota to oor whole commnniiy. 

Mr. Mason and Mr. Otis were, as we have seen, the two chief 
Mount Vernon Proprietors, and Mrs. Ilepsihah C. Swan, wife of 
James Swan, Esq., was one of their associates. . Slie was a ladj 
of great personal beaut}*, of strong impulses, and of a most marked 
and decided character. Mr. Swan was at Paris during all the 
fearful evente of tlie old French Revolution. He sent home to this 
country* many beautifUl pieces of tepestry and rich lhmltiire« 
purchased fVom the spoils, probably, of royal palaces and noble 
residences, some of which are still possessed by his descendante. 
Many have long since been disposed of. A massive silver soop 
tureen was bought by my Informante very many years ago. If its 
mate could have been procured, the two would readily have bronght 
81,000. Comparatively useless of itself, he eventually sent it to 
the East Indies, where It was sold for 8800. At a period long 
subsequent Ite companion was disposed of at auction in Boston. 
A pair of andirons, of elegant and elaborate workmanship, were 
sent from Paris, wliich for many years enjoyed a golden repuUtion* 
They became the pro|)erty of the late George Blake, and after bis 
death were discovered to be brass gilL 

Mr. Swan also remitted large sums of money, which were In- 
vested (for the use of his wife, and subject to her power of i4>point- 
mcnt) in two-tenths of all the Mt. Vernon lands, and In numerons 
other of the most valuable parcels of real estate In our city. At 
last, his speculations, which for a time had been so snccessfbl, 
proved ruinous, and he became deeply insolvent. Sinbad coold 
not shake from his shoulders the old man who took possession of 
them. '^ Old Vans" till his death persecuted the Codmans, and 
Mr. Swan had his *^ Picquet." He was imprisoned in the Jail at 
Paris by his inexorable creditors, and there he continued to live« 
year after year, and there, I believe, he died, unless, perhaps, 
shortly before his death, released by some act of grace. He, at 
any rate, did not get back to this country. Let it not be supposedf 
however, that his life was a miserable one. Though he was, firom 
compulsion, a domestic man, and his excursions were unpleasantlj 
restricted, nobody lived in greater style, or had more elegant 
entertainmente. He, however, certeinly saw less of his family 
than most of us would have deemed desirable. His wife died in 
1829, and he died in Paris in 1881. 

Repeated attempte were made to get at the estates in this 
country as hiiving been purchased wlUi his crtdUonf Ainds ; but 
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Ihcy were unsuccessfdl. His wife lived licre, with an elegant 
establisluncnt in tlie city (now Bei^aiuin Welles' housOf in Clicst- 
nut street), and a beautiful sunnner residence in Dorcliester. In 
tlie garden of tliis latter mansion is still to be seen tlie enclosure 
in wliich lies buried General llenr}* Jackson, the original trustee, 
who had charge of her pro[)erty and affairs. Man}* amusing and 
striking anecdotes are told of tliis lady. She had (besides a son, 
who finally died without issue) three daughters, one of whom 
marrieil the late John C. Howard, and diet! leaving several chil- 
dren. Two of her daughters are now wives of two of the most 
distinguishcil divines in this vicinity*. Rev. Francis Wayland, D.D., 
late President of Brown University*, and Rev. Cyrus A. Bartol, of 
the West Church in this city. 

Another daughter of Mrs. Swan married the late William Sulli- 
van. She was one of the most refined, amiable, and lady-like 
persons in the whole society* of Boston; and her husband was 
equally distinguished for his elegant manners and kind dis|x>si- 
tion. His considerate notice of the 3'oung, his thoughtful atten- 
tions, his gracefid and elegant hospitality, and the charming 
society of his beautiful and accomplished family, made his house 
trul}' delightful to all friends and visitors. One of his daughters 
married the talented artist, Stewart Newton, and is now the wife 
of Mr. Oke}', of New York. One of his sons, an estimable young 
man, who inherited the pleasant manners of his parent, died long 
since, an esteemed classmate of m}* own. A feeling of regret 
comes over me as I remember that both parents were called upon 
at last to endure peculiarly* distressing maladies, and that this 
delightAil household, by death and removal, has entirely passed 
awa}" from among us. There has, indeed, been sehlom, if ever, 
gathered within the walls of any of our mansions a more agreeable 
and attractive family, or one of which a more affectionate remem- 
brance will be longer or more widely* cherished. 

Mr. Sullivan was a man of cultivation and refinement. He 
published an interesting volume, entitled, ** Familiar Letters on 
Public Characters." At the bar he was a pleasing speaker, and 
he took a high rank in his profession. He was deficient, however, 
in method and exactness. His conveyances, though oden drawn 
up with accurate technical language, had occasionally some one 
point of law or fact overlooked or disregarded, which made the 
instrument fatally defective. Thus the first three houses in Colon- 
nade row (those owned by the late Anxw Lawrence, William 
Lawrence^ and Jeremiah Mason, and a part of the fourth hoase, 
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owned bj James T« Austin) became, b}* appointment of Mrs. 
Swan, tbe estate of Mr. and Mrs. Sullivan, and of Mr. and JIfrs. 
John T. Sargent, and of Mrs. Howard, in 1811 (238, f. 227). A 
conve^'ance was drawn of them forthwith, in whicli Mr. Sullivan 
and Mr. Sargent were grantors, and their wives merely Joined at 
the close of the dceils to release dower, ^Irs. Howard being wholly 
omitteil, A.D. 1811 (238, f. 235). Tills mistake was discovered 
and corrected as to each of these houses, in succession, in 1828 as 
to Mr. Austin's house (L. 277, f. 15), in 1831 as to Amos Law- 
rence (L. 352, f. 117), and as to Mrs. Williams, or Mr. Mason's 
(L. 855, f. 25), and in 1839 as to Mr. Lawrence's house (L. 442, 
f. 244). 
• Though it would have been supposed that as soon as the mistake 
had been pointed out in regard to one of these estates, Mr. Snlli.- 
van, as a business roan, would have been led to look for the like 
error in relation to the others, precisely the same mistake occurred 
in regard to quite a valuable lot of land on the north side of 
Bromfield street, crossing Montgomery place, which was conveyed 
by James Swan, in A.D. 1807 (L. 219, f. 277), though the fie was 
in hie tcifi. In this case death inter%'ened before the mistake was 
discovered, and S4,191.60 was paid to the heirs, who now owned 
the estate because their mother did not put her name into the righi 
part of the deed^ A.D. 1831 (L. 353, f. 75). 

The remaining daughter of Mrs. Swan married in succession 
John Turner Sargent, Esq. (brother of Sigma), and Rev. Dr. 
Richmond ; and after the death of the latter she, by permission of 
the Legislature, resumed the family nnme of her first husband. 
She still occupies her mother's mansion at Dorchester. In earlj 
life she was preeminently distinguished for beauty. I remember 
to have seen a private letter, dated about 60 years ago, addressed 
to an eminent law3*er of this city, then resident elsewhere, speak- 
ing in terms of the utmost enthusiasm of the charms of *^ Kitty 
Swan." Her name was ^* Christiana Keadie,** — a name whidb, 
peculiar as it is, is still i)erpetuated in the person of an attractive 
granddaughter, whose companions address her witli the same 
sociable *< feline" epithet. There were three sons, one of whom, 
John T. Sargent, is well known as a minister at.large in this city. 
Anotlier, Henry J. Sargent, has a cultivated musical taste, and 
not long since published a volume of poems. He is father of the 
young *^ Kitty," to whom he recently dedicated quite a graoefhl 
and pleasing song. Gixakbr. 
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Lxxvni. 

THE BEACON-STREET FIRE. 

January 11, 1850. -c^ 

Mr. Editor: — On Wednesday, July 7th, 1824, Just before two 
o'clock, the bells of Boston rang an alarm of fire, and instantly a 
dense mass of black smoke was seen to overhang the entire city. 
I have always been an amateur at fires. If the calamity roust 
happen, I like to be present, to behold what sometimes proves to 
be a roost magnificent spectacle. I was then a young man, — in my 
teens, — and hastening from 'Change to the comer of Park street, 
I saw at once that a most furious and destructive conflagration had 
commenced. The wind was blowing a hurricane from the north- 
west. When I reached the bottom of the Beacon-street Mall, a 
stream of fire was pouring through the passage-way west of Mr. 
Bryant's house, from car|)enter shops and other combustible 
premises on Charles and Chestnut streets. 

The flame was of the Aill width of the passage-way, and it wa« 
curling round into the front windows of Mr. B.'s house, which was 
then nenrl}' finished and read}* for occupanc3% The out-buildings 
and fences of all that range of dwelling-houses were then of wood, 
so that the fire was also making its fear Ail approaches in the rear. 
I have never seen, before or since, any similar occasion of a more 
appalling character. The hasty removal of household Airniture, 
much of it being thrown from the windows, which were broken out 
for the purpose; the panic of the occupants, as they and their 
children were obliged to fly, some at a notice of a few minutes ; 
the crackling of the flames, the intense heat, the falling of the 
walls of one dwelling-house after another, as the fire proceeded 
along the street ; the shouts of the firemen ; the mass of specta- 
tors filling the bottom of the Common and the rising ground in 
its centre, the Jets of flame often springing over a space of several 
feet, the burning fragments borne aloft over our heads to remote 
parts of the city ; the magnitude of the danger which led to the 
covering with wet blankets of houses even as distant as Mr. Otis'i 
and Mr. Sears's, — formed together an aggregate of sights and 
sounds which can never be forgotten. 

As those houses which at first were not thought in great danger, 
one after another, took fire and were consumed, owners who 
originally decided not to have their Aimiture moved were at last 
obliged to remove it jbo hastily that much was rained, and mnch 
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more was necessarily left behind. In some instances old familj 
portraits and inlierited articles of ftimitare, rendered Invalaable by 
the associations of a lifetime, were thus reluctantly surrendered. 
On the otiicr liand a tin-kitchen was saved, and Its viands cooking 
for dinner were protected from tlie danger of being overdone. 

Extensive removals were made flrom several houses, which were 
eventually saved, as in the case of Mr. William Appleton*s and 
others. Tlie Common presented a curious medley of miscellaneous 
articles, the shabbiest household utensils side by side with ele* 
gant drawing-room carpets and ornaments. Bottles of wine whldi 
had not seen the light for twenty years were summarily decapi- 
tated without any ceremonious drawing of corks, and the Juno or 
Elipse vintage was probably never quaffed with greater relish than 
when it refreshed the parched throats of the exhausted firemen. 
Other amateurs, without having their apology, imitated their 
example, and the scene assumed rather a bacchanalian character. 
One gentleman, desirous of withholding further fuel flrom this con* 
flngration, locked up his wine-cellar, and left its contents to be at 
least harmlessly* consumed. 

Seven dwelling-houses on Beacon street, east of the passage-way, 
were burnt, besides the entire range of buildings between the 
passage-way and Charles street. The fire was at last success- 
fully checked at the house of the late Mr. Eckley. I sup- 
pose that it always happens that in a large fire somebod^^'s policy 
has J\ist expired. This was, I believe, the case with the late Mr. 
Henry G. Rice. To man}' besides him that was a very sad and 
discouraging da}'. Mr. Bryant had the advantage over his neigh- 
bors of not being incommoded b}' any Airniture or family, as he 
had not 3*ct taken iK>ssession. It is satisfactory to reflect that all 
the pecuniary loss then sustained has, undoubtedly, been much 
more than made good by the greatly enhanced value of real estate 
in that vicinity. And, independently of all the direct and per- 
petual advantages, of the most inestimable character, derived by 
our citizens from the Boston Common, it should never be forgotten 
that it was sole!}* owing to tlie existence of this open space on this 
occasion that the entire southern portion of our city was not 
destroyed. The range of trees at the foot of the Beacon-street 
Mall rendered a truly important service. Sufi*ering the flames of 
martyrdom, they died at their post of duty. 

A burning cinder lodged in my eye, causing a violent inflamma- 
tion, and bringing to an abrupt close my meditations on this. 
striking spectacle^ and a like infiaminuWoii ot \!d« i«isa onr^an now 
bringe to a like abrupt close the spewVaWonm ot ^\:i.^i 
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EDITORIAL NOTE- 



Tlie closing lines of the List article may be classed among 
involuntary prophecies ; for this proved to be the real close 
of this amusing and instructive series of notes. On January 
4, 1856, Mr. Bowditch had printed an article relating to 
Benjamin Joy, and esi)ccially noticing his sale of land to the 
McLean Asylum in Somer\'iIIe. Certain expressions therein 
called forth a shai-p letter from ^Ir. John B. Joy, a son of 
the gentleman criticised. Mr. Bowditch in reply disclaimed 
any intention to reflect upon the family, and was again assailed 
by Mr. Joy. This brought forth an answer, and then a last 
retort from Mr. Joy. It has not seemed best to reprint any 
part of this controversy. 

Unfortunately this trivial dispute seems to have entirely 
quenched !^Ir. Bowditch's willingness to continue his work, 
and the ai-ticlcs came to an abrupt conclusion. It will always 
remain a source of regret that the public was thus deprived 
of further infonuation u^^on our local antiquities from one so 
com|)etent to communicate it. w. h. w. 
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